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(jQoam Chomsky is 
one of the ten 
most -quoted 
writers of 
all time. 

The Chicago Tribune has 
called Professor Chomsky "the 
most cited living author," 
adding that among intellectual 
luminaries of all eras, he ranks 
eighth, just behind Plato and 
Sigmund Freud. 
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"To confront a mind ^ 
that radically alters 
our perception of the 
world is one of life’s 
most unsettling , 
yet liberating 
^v^^e xpe r i ence 

...writes James Feck in the 
introduction to The Chomsky Reader. 

"In all American history, no one's 
writings are nyre^nsettling than 
Noam Chomsky's..^? No intellectual 
tradition quite captures his voice.... 
No party claims him ; he is a 
spokesman for no ideology." 


And the Mother of American newspapers. 
The New YorkTlmes, called Noam 
Chomsky “arguably the most Important 
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in the 1990s, this is still the most frequent response to the mention of 
the name of Noam Chomsky, a mild-mannered professor of linguistics 
at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology. 


(Why, you might wonder, have so many of us never heard 
of someone so “famous?” Is this the ultimate Yogi-BemHsm— He’s so 
famous no one’s ever heard of him?) 



The reason you haven’t heard 
much about Noam Chomslty 
(which, by the way, is a 
demonstration in action of 
his thesis that the Media 
manipulates /dis- 
torts/withholds f 
information to \ 
suit their^^Ms 


If too many people lis- 
ten open-mindedly to what 
Chomsky has to say about 
huge corporations running 
the country, the world, both 
political parties, and the 
Mttlia.-.wtiy, 
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. about Chomsky isthat he . , 

fc(ceS : yS feel ' smarfe i :: : Tlhough ou r leaders have lied to us and 
:U^ :fool& and the '■ Media has parmtedtheir lies, even 


0^h “the 

:^hofe: |i^fi a^: n^lr^ but the truth.” We have even 
:^^lo;^^rialpie@: -ui^er^na': m any of 
: ^uid C^uite «©<pfefn ^ 
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Our government often lies to us. 
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Our government serves the 
needs of some and ignores 
the needs of others. 
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Our economic system is rigged. 
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With regard to most of the issues 
that affect moot of the people, the 
major political parties are virtually 
identical. 
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The news media do not give 
a full, balanced picture 
of political events. 






-t ■: 4 --.Li 


r :■$ 
f .#11 


$r ■ 


*-> V'l' | ^| 


I’Mfc? 




fi 

isui 


» dl 


||l|| 

" tti; :3’ ./-i. iks^sMh '<1 


ff|, ' 


Though the Unified States is 
called a democracy, most of 
us are locked out of any 
meaningful participation in 
the decision-making process 
of our own country. 


Above all, our government, our politi- 
cians, and our media, ignore the 
needs of the majority and serve the 
needs of the rich. 


Things seem to be 
getting worse. 
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Note; These are rot Chomsky’s words, nor are they paraphrases - 
they are the authors interpretations. 





This documentary comic 
book is an attempt to help rem- 
edy that situation by present- 
ing Chomsky’s ideas to people 
who have not been exposed to 
them. It does not presume to 
sum up the work of Noam 
Chomsky. It is meant as a gen- 
eral introduction, an attempt 
to begin to answer the ques- 
tion "Who?" and an invitation to 
those who are unfamiliar with 
his ideas to look for themselves 
into the very pressing issues 
that he raises. 


Noam Chomsky has articulat- 
ed a system of ideas that can 
help us make sense of our 
intuitions and misgivings — 
and to know which are justified 
and which are not. because 
Chomsky's ideas about poli- 
tics are antithetical to the 
purposes of the mass 
media — and to the rich gen- 
tlemen who own them — his 
ideas are rarely encountered 
in the mainstream. ("These 
institutions are not seif- 
destructive, after all," he 
says.) 
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For those who may be completely 
unfamiliar with Noam Chomsky, 
let us begin by noting that 
Chomsky is known to the world 
for his work 
in two dis- 
tinct areas. 

He first 
became 
famous 
through his 
work in lin- 
guistics, the 
study of lan- 
guage itself. 

Chomsky's 
second 
career, as a 
political and 
social ana- 
lyst and 
critic, is 
harder to 
categorize. 

It was his 
passion long 
before he 
became 
involved in 
linguistics, 

and it is what he has written 
most of his many books about. 
But if Chomsky had not first 
established such a distinguished 
reputation as a scientist, his rad- 
ical political ideas would probably 
be even less heard of in the main- 
stream than they are. 



Like Einstein's theory of 
Relativity, Chomsky's ideas 
about linguistics have spread in 
their influence, and their effects 

are gradu- 
ally filter- 
' !' ■ : : ■ 9 ing d o wn 
to the 
lives 
ordinary 
people. 

^ I Put his 

M work as a 
Y I social and 

I J political 
theorist 

rw/ and as a 

l ^ ) JL ■ "media 

critic" is 
tjr \ of press- 

\ ing impor- 

t a n c e 

w0 right now 

mV S^f to every- 

one who 
concerned 
about the 
survival 

jgpv , i' Afitffl democrat- 

^ I ic 

tions, the protection of human 
rights and freedom, and the 
preservation of a habitable envi- 
ronment. It is this work that is of 
most pressing relevance to the 
general public. Chomsky is not a 
philosopher you leave in the 
classroom; he helps you live your 
life. 




First, a little background: How did Noam Chomsky come to be one of th< 
ten most-quoted authors of all time, “arguably the most important 

intellectual alive”? 


Well, among other things, he was a'college drop-out... 


The File on Chomsk; 

A Biographical Sketc 



e homsky is reluctant to talk 
about his life. "I'm rather against 
the whole notion of making public personali- 
ties, of having some people be stars and all 
that," he says. Cults of personality distract 
people from real issues. The media are so 
absorbed with these public personalities, 
that "air time" is almost totally dominated 
with gossip, the details of hideous violent 
crimes, or sports. There is little information 
about anything you can do anything constructive about, including most of 
what your government is doing. 

But though Chomsky 
that the 

■ " - 1^,'WMf* 

- " r ■ ■ v. : ■ r 

;,:V ’ of 

of 

^ . ■ ' < ideas . 

Therefore we will 
take a quick look. 

But in deference to 
the man, we won't 
spend very long on 
the subject. 






vram Noam Chomsky was born in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, 
USA, on December 7, 1926. One of two sons, Chomsky was a child 
during the Great Depression, which began with the stock market crash 
in 1929 and lasted until World War II. The 
Chomsky family was spared the worst aspects 
of the Depression because both parents had 
jobs. The effects of the crisis were still profound, 
however, and Chomsky says that some of his 
earliest memories are Depression scenes: people 
selling rags at the door, police violently breaking 
strikes, and so on. 




Hebrew teachers. Noam's father 
1 ||p^ Hebrew scholar and the 

the Eternsl, Language, one of the most 

published in 




The family was deeplyi inVohffSu iiulewish culture, the Zionist 
movement, and th^evival drthe Hebrew language. 


;-an experimental; 

W0^^WSK^ cre then? .were no |§|#s* where there 
was n o such t hing as competition, and no such thin^ as a 
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His family was practically the only Jewish family in a bitterly anti-Semitic 
Irish and German Catholic neighborhood where there was open support 
for the Nazis until the U.S. entered World War II. Chomsky was exposed 
to anti-Semitism on the streets and profoundly affected by the rise of 
fascism in Europe during the '50s. 



His first published piece of writing was an editorial for his school newspa- 
per about the fall of Barcelona. At the age of 12 he 
wrote a history of the Spanish Civil War. 



"It wae really a lament about the 
hoe of faeciem." 
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He often visited an uncle in New York City 
who operated a magazine kiosk at the 
subway exit at 72nd and EJroadway. 

Chomsky says his uncle was a hunchback 
with a background in "crime and left-wing 
politics." because of his disability, he 
qualified to operate a kiosk. It was at the 
less trafficked exit of the subway 
entrance and did poorly as a business, 
but in the late '30s it became a hangout 
for European emigres. Young Chomsky spent many hours there participating in 
lively discussions of issues and ideas that took place on an almost ongoing 
basis. Chomsky says the kiosk was where he received his political education. His 
uncle was also well-versed in the work of Sigmund Freud, and Chomsky devel- 
oped a broad understanding of Freudian theory while still a teenager. 
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In New York he discovered the 
anarchist book shops on Fourth 
Avenue where he would often 
browse and read. 



Chomsky has described an experience that affected him deeply it 
wh ich a bully was picking on "the standard fat kid," and every on< 
supported the bully while no one came to the aid of the victim. 




I stood up for him for a while," he says. "Then I got scared." 
Afterwards he was ashamed and resolved that in-the future he 
would support the underdog, those unjustly oppressed. "I was 

always on the side of the losers," he said, "like the Spanish 
anarchists." r 
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Though Chomsky is known for his intel- 
lect, his political ideas are driven more by 
moral principles. He was appalled by the 
way people taunted German prisoners 
through the barbed wire at a prison camp 
near his high school as though it was the 
patriotic thing to do to. At the same 
time, Chomsky was much more passion- 
ately opposed to Nazism than the people 
who were taunting the soldiers. 


On the day of 
the Hiroshima 
bombing, says 
Chomsky, "I 
literally 
couldn’t talk 
to any one. 
There was 
nobody. I just 
walked off by 
myself ... l 
could never 
talk to anyone 
about it and 
never under- 
stood anyone 1 s 
reaction . " 

[CR] 
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Tc manage the cKpeii&tf of 
college, ha commuted. ijsvsrcil 
hou-& a day to attend the 
mlverslty white 'iying at 
heme. he al i>c Marked as a 
Hebrew t sac her evening^ 
aftemaorsj and. Iburidsys. 

But his enthusiasm for the 
univers' ty waned. I le lost 
interest In every subject he 
enrolled in. After two years, 
he decided tu drop out. But 
he maintained Mr? lifelong 
interest in radical politics and became e.wir\ more deeply involved in 
Zionist activities. Many years later: in upholding many of the same 
principles, he would be called a ivti- Zionist- 

Chomsky considered 
going to Palestine 
to help to further 
Arab -Jewish cooper- 
ation- within a 
socialist frame- 
work. Hut he was 
put off by the 
"deeply anti- democ- 
ratic ” concept of a 
Jewish state . 


0-K. It... Jet's turn 

t He thing around... 


\ 








jfeh rough his political Intercuts f]hcmriky met Zelllg Harris, a teacher uf 
linguistics at the University of Hennsylvanla. Chomsky was ene of 
many wtio found Harris immensely appealing. Harris fM&wA many of 
Chomsky's politico I passions, so he enrolled in Ha irk? graduate class' 
os. The -first reading he did In the fitfld of linguistics was thepronfsef 
I lai-He r Methods Qt StmotAirni Lfn^uisUcSj which was published sever- 
al, years lateri . i 

? ■ rrirM?- 
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Under Harris' influence, Chomsky 
returned to college and studied lin- 
guistics. He calls his university 
experience "unconventional.” The 
linguistics department was a small 
group of graduate students who 
shared 'political and other inter- 
ests and met in restaurants or in 
Harris' apartment for all-day dis- 
cussion sessions. Chomsky 
immersed himself in linguistics, phi- 
losophy, and logic. He was awarded 
BA and MA degrees though he had 
very little contact with the univer- 
sity system. He married linguist 
Carol Schaz in 1949. They were to 
have a son and two daughters. 

One of Chomsky's philosophy 
teachers was Nelson Goodman, 
who introduced him to the Society 


of Fellows at Harvard. He was 
admitted in 1951 and awarded a 
stipend, which freed him for the 
first time in his life from the neces- 
sity to work outside of his 
research. 
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r 1*155 he received a Ph.D. 

from the university of Pennsylvania 
on the basis of his submission of a chap- 
ter of a book he was working on. Though the 
book was virtually complete in 115 t>, it was so 
unconventional at the time that it was not 
published until 1*175, and then only in 
part, as Logical Structure of j 
Linguistic Theory* 


■■■ 
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Well, it’s an interesting book, Mr. Chomsky, albeit a little 
unconventional. Perhaps we’ll publish part of it some- 


time soon... 


!T$Pj 
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In the 1960's the escalation of the 
Vietnam war forced Chomsky to make a 
moral choice. He began active resis- 
tance to the war knowing that it was 
very likely that he would have to spend 
time in prison for it. He put a very com- 
fortable position in academia in jeop- 
ardy to protest the war. Asked about 
why he took that risk, Chomsky has 
said, "It has to do with being able to 
look yourself in the eye in the morning." 


Jn -1966, Chomsky' 

Intellectuals" which appeared ’m 
ole was widely acclaimed' .amuM;^ 
Chomsky was acting |||||j 


"Intellectuals are in a position to 
expose the lies of governments, to ana- 
lyze actions according to their caus- 
es and motives and often hidden f 
intentions. In the Western world A 
at least, they have the power 
that comes from political liber- 
ty, from access to information ym 

and freedom of expression. For | ’ 

a privileged minority. Western / I 

democracy provides the I ? 

leisure, the facilities and the 
training to seek the truth lying H 
hidden behind the veil ofdistor- H 

tion and misrepresentation, H 

ideology, and . class interest V 

through which the events of cur- ■ 
rent history are presented to us... 11 M 


ml 
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Not long after that article appeared, the New York Review 
^ publishing submissions by Chomsky. 

told that H <5Jn^JBl 

they were v88L vjBSr/ 5 ^^ 

little more 

than flunkies ^ ^ 

who dressed 
the lies of the ruling 
class in fancy language and 
looked the other way when their 
own government committed 
atrocities that they wouldn't hesitate to condemn if they'd 
been perpetrated by any other country. To the ruthlessly 
honest Chomsky, you judged your friends, your enemies, 
and ^ourseM^ ^ fli# ^hie set of rules. 


Ah^inf file Would be cheating, wouldn't it? 


In October 1967, 

Chomsky partici- 
pated in the 
demonstrations 
that took place at 
the Pentagon and 
the Justice 
Department and 
was one of many 
who were jailed. 

Norman Mailer, 
who shared a cell 
with Chomsky 
described him in 
The Armies of the Night, as "a slim, 
sharp-featured man with an ascetic 
expression and an air of gentle but 
absolute moral integrity." 


Since mak- 
ing the commit- 
ment to be politi- 
cally active in 
the late '60s, 
Professor 
Chomsky has 
written a steady 
stream of books, 
articles, and 
pamphlets 
expressing his 
views. He appears 
almost anywhere 
he is invited to speak or discuss his 
views. In the meantime, he remains 
a professor of linguistics at MIT. 




Despite the variety 
of his interests and 
pursuits, Chomsky ’s 
approach is amazingly 
consistent. He applies 
the same ruthlessly 
honest logic to every- 
thing he examines. He 
did rot, however, spring 
forth fully formed, fully 
’’Chcmskian." 

As with any 
important thinker, 
Chomsky’s system of 
ideas rests cn the work 
of many fine thinkers 
Who preceded him. 

We’ll have a look at some 
of the more notable ones. 
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The Shoulders of Giants- 

Antecedents 
to the Thinking 




of Chomsky 




C<as©=se43i3.e.l) 

e homsky, along with every thinker 
in the tradition of Western 
Philosophy, owes something to Plato 
for laying a foundation for philoso- 
phy with his dedication to truth- 
seeking and his concern for develop- 
ing a rational moral personality. 

Plato asked, "How can a 
human know so much that he 
seems to have had little evidence 
for?" Chomsky asks the same 
question about the way children 
easily master language. 

In Chomsky’s approach to 
the study of linguistics- and the 
cognitive processes, he, like Plato, 
searches for abstract and ideal 
forms as explanations rather than 
merely drawing generalizations 
from observations. 

In Plato’s Republic, he envi- 
sioned an ideal society in which 
justice is the ruling principle, an 
ideal which Chomsky would share. 
But Chomsky deviates from 
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Plato’s belief in the establishment of a hierar 
chy which places intellectuals in a privileged 
class. 

Plato rejected democracy 
because in it political power is not 
attached to special qualifications. 
Chomsky prizes the democratic princi- 
ple. Both reject tyranny, the exercise 
of irresponsible power by amoral men of 
criminal will. 


Descartes is often called 
"The Father of Modem Philosophy*” 



Chomsky says that 
he believes in 
“Cartesian 
common 
sense," the 
scientific 
method as 
laid out in 
Discourse 
on Method 
by Des- 
cartes. In it, 

Descartes lays 
out rules to help 
navigate safely through 
chains of logic to reach 



reliable, though limit- 
ed conclusions. 

Descartes 
began by 
rejecting all 
philosophy 
before him 
and 

attempting 
to establish 
reliable 
premises upon 
which to build a 
system of thought that 
would yield the truth. 
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He h ad a dream that convinced him that, since the senses 
may deceive us, ail true knowledge must come from reason aione. j 

He had so much trouble finding 
any premises that he could 
believe in that he finally broke 
everything down to one basic] 
principle. Ail he could be sure of, 
he said, was that he was think- 
ing. From that he rea- \ 
soned that it was I 
safe to say he must ; 
exist. "I think there- 
fore ! am" became the 
starting premise of 
his philosophy. 



His method for thinking logically toward reliable 
condu$km& included the following rules: : 


* Accept only clear and distinct ideas. 

* Break each problem into as many parts 
as necessary to solve It. ^ 

* Work from the simple to the complex. 

■> Always check for mistakes. 




In all of Chomsky's thinking, he adheres 
tightly to these basic principles. In linguis- 
tics he moves beyond mere observation and 
tries to establish explanatory principles. He 
also brings scientific discipline to his obser- 
vations of politics and the functioning of 
media. 




Pescartes tried to discover the principles that determined how we I earn 
by looking at the difference between data (input) and knowledge (repre- 
sented by output). 





When I see an irregular figure, 
why do I see it as a triangle ? 
Why do I interpret the input of 
an imperfect or degenerate tri- 
angle as an ideal shape in my 
mind? 



Descartes observed the 
discrepancy between the 
figure we are presented 
and the triangle we con- 
struct in our minds and 
argued that we see a tri- 
angle because there is something about the 
nature of our minds that makes the image of 
a triangle easily constructible by the mind, 
a kind of schema or template that we impose 
over the data of perception. 




Chomsky asks... 


Why do children learn a 
specific system of 
grammar over all the 
other ones that might 
possibly be construct- 
ed from the input of the 
child's experience? 
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Chomsky follows the Cartesian example in his method of studying 
linguistics. He uses his observations as a jumping off point for abstract 
thinking and attempts to establish abstract principles. 




In Meditations on the First 
Philosophy: Of Truth and Error, 

Descartes says. 


"I am conscious that I possess a 
certain faculty of judging [or distin- 
guishing truth from error], which I 
doubtless received from God, along 
with whatever else is mine; and since 
it is impossible that he should will 
to deceive me, it is likewise certain 
that he has not given me a faculty 
that will ever lead me into error, pro- 
vided I use it aright." 
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Chomsky puts this idea in a modern scientific context by specu- 
lating that sudden and dramatic mutations may have led to qualities of 
intelligence that are, as far as we know, unique to humans. 


m 







Language is the most universal and characteristic of these qualities,] 
though Chomsky allows that the same kind of uniqueness may be 
found in other areas as well. The study of language may offer a 
wedge, he says, or a model through which to gain a broader 
understanding of qualities that are uniquely human. 
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In Discourse on Equality, 

Rousseau challenged the legitima- 
cy of nearly every social institu- 
tion. This was a central theme of 
the US Declaration of 
Independence and the 
Constitution, to challenge the 
legitimacy of every institution, and 
to keep on challenging it (as 
Chomsky has) with "eternal vigi- 
lance." 






The American system was 
designed with a view of human 
institutions that was 
not innocent. Power 
corrupts, so watch 
it. Freedom 

should never be 
taken for 

granted. 

Rousseau 
also con- 
demned the 
individual con- 
trol of property 
and wealth. He 
called them 

"usurpations by the 
rich... established only 
by force, and force could 
take them away without [the rich] 
having grounds for complaint." 



It violates natural law that a 
handful of men be glutted 
with superfluities while the 
starving multitude lacks 
necessities, 

> 

Chomsky’s 
sense of social 
justice owes a 
great deal to 
Rousseau — he 
cannot imagine 
why a society 
filled with free 
people tolerate “a 
handful of men” to 
be' “glutted with 
superfluities while the 
starving multitude lacks 
necessities.” 


•• Rousseau --the 
■the rich to ■guarantee their 
justice and peace to, 









The poor and weak were seduced by 
such laws, said Rousseau. "All ran to 
meet their chains thinking they secured 
their freedom..." 
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F or Rousseau, the essence of human 
nature is human freedom and the 
consciousness of this freedom. 
To Rousseau, surrenderingyour 
WA freedom was an insult to God. 


I Chomsky's political stand is 
tT / often classified as "leftist" or 
"socialist" or "anarchist" and 
as such he Is foolishly dis- 
missed by many who have come 
to associate those words with 
the darkest evil. But the principles 
that he champions most are freedom 
and democracy. 



★ ★ ★ ★ M 
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In the most basic sense, democracy \mmm rule % the people, the 
majority. It is a principle that rti ■ i< p ; a. ; ^|/^w,1t1smot : a'.; 
system itself. There are many different ways to apply democratic prin- 
ciples to public policy. In the 




v ; the::;demdc : ratlc : ^rl«^|i 


is applied through people having 
make the' divisions, Theoretically 
In practice, It i& not the voters 
elected officials. ■, 








In America, the control of the country's resources and wealth 
are most definitely not distributed democratically. On the contrary, 
America's wealth and resources are very undemocratically concen- 
trated in the hands of a tiny minority. 


ClTBDCdcsIIouD worn EtotmfeOdlfi 
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Chomsky found in Humboldt an affinity in both 
political ideas and linguistic ideas. He credits 
Humboldt with having a concept similar to 
Chomsky's generative grammar. But 
Humboldt lacked the mathematical tech- 
niques for developing it. Chomsky studied the 
foundations of mathematics without think- 
ing it had any relationship to linguistics. 
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He soon 
discovered 
that he 
could apply 
his mathe- 
matical 
insights to 
generative 
grammar . 

Chomsky 
called 
Humboldt . . . 



m 


"One of the most profound 
theorists of general 
linguistics and an early and 
forceful advocate of liber- 
tarian values." [CR]. 


1 \ mL V"' John Stuart Mill's essay "On 

\ * Liberty" began with a quote of 

the "leading principle" of 
Humboldt's thought: "the 

absolute and essential importance 
of human development in its richest diver- 
sity." Humboldt concludes his critique of the authoritari- 
an state by saying: "1 have felt myself animated through- 
out with a sense of the deepest respect for the inherent 
dignity of human nature, and for freedom, which alone 


befits that.dignity."(FRS) 
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Humboldt believe that nothing hotter prepares purple for 
freedom than freedom itself. By loosening the bonds on all ‘people, he 
said, 'We shall progress at every step" Like Rousseau he Iwlie^ that ; 
humans are creative and searching beings. "To Inquire a^'^ ; deatc 
- these are the centers around which ail human pursuits more or less 
directly revolve," And the freedom to express t^is humanhess should 
net only be for the elite, but for everyone, "Thensr i? ' 
ing to human nature in the idea of refusing 
to any man the right to be a man." ’ 


CM 
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“LONDON - 

September 18, 1861. 

Mrs. Beecher Stowe's 
letter to Lord Shaftesbury, 
whatever its intrinsic merit 
may be, has done a great deal of 
good by forcing the anti-Northern 
organs of the London press to speak out 
and lay before the genera! public the 
ostensible reasons for their hostile tone 
against the North and their ill-concealed 
sympathies with the South, which looks 
rather strange on the part of people affecting 
an utter horror of slavery. Their first main 
grievance is that the present American war 
is 'not one for the abolition of slavery,' and 
that, therefore, the high-minded Britisher, used to undertake wars of 
his own and interest himself in other people's wars only on the basis 
of ‘broad humanitarian principles,' cannot be expected to feel any 
sympathy with his Northern cousins. 
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'jh the first place,’ says The Economist, 'the 
assumption that the quarrel between the 
North and South is a quarrel between Negro 
freedom on the one side and Negro slavery on 
the other is as impudent as it is untrue.' Vhe 
North,' says The Saturday Review, does not 
proclaim 
Abolition, 


and never pretended to fight for 
anti-slavery. The North has not 
hoisted for its orifiamme the 
sacred symbol of justice to the 
Negro; its cri de guerre is not 
unconditional abolition. 1 H 1 says 
The Examiner, *we have been 
deceived about the real signifi- 
cance of the sublime movement, 
who but the Federalists them- 
selves have to answer for the 
deception? 1 " 
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This is remarkably similar to 
Chomsky's critiques of what he reads 
. in newspapers. In fact Chomsky 
acknowledges a debt to Marx. 
Chomsky's uncles and aunts in Newj 
York were part of the Jewish radical 
intelligentsia who dealt daily in dis-, 
course about class struggle. 


34 




Many members of that community were members 
nf the Communist Party in its earlier days, but 
Chomsky says he grew out of that phase when he 
was 12 or 13. Many of the tarty communists later 
became members of an anti-Bolshevik left that 
looked upon the Russian revolution as a right-wing 
perversion of Marxism. 
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In the preface to Knowledge of Language Chomsky asks how people 
can know so little about the structure and function of their society, 
given so much evidence. He calls it "Orwell's problem," and defines it 
as "the ability of totalitarian systems to instill 
beliefs that are firmly held and widely accepted 
although they are completely without founda- 
tion and often plainly at variance with obvious 
facts about the world around us." 

George Orwell was the pen name of Eric 
Arthur Blair, who was born in 1903 in Motihari, 

India, the son of an English colonial minister. 

Orwell created a framework for the analysis of 
political propaganda and thought control that 
has become part of modern folklore. 
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Orwell s book 
(1936) came 
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it was 
discovered that 
war production 
could generate 
tremendous 
wealth. 
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Orwell’s novel, J9<34 (published in 
_ v!\ yy 1^49), portrayed a world in which 

constant war, shifting enemies period!- 
■f Jgjj. cally. War wae essential to the state. 

Ministry of Truth was 
the place where, Winston, the hero of 1954 
worked, “cleansing” news reports and altering 
the public record day to day as it served the 
purposes of the leaders. Newspeak is the name 
for the language that the government used to 
hide what it was doing. Using techniques such 
as oversimplification, euphemism, misrepresen- 1 
tation, abbreviation, blurring and reversal of meaning, Newspeak makes 
language so meaningless that it cannot be used to communicate — or 
even to understand — the activities of the state. 





"Pont you see that the whole 
aim of Newspeak is to narrow 
the range of thought? In the 
end we shall make thought- 
crime literally impossible, 
because there will be no 
words in which to express 
it.... Every year...the range of 
consciousness [grows]... a 
little smaller..." 



From 1934, George Orwell. 
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Orwell’s 1946 essay “Politics and the English Language" is an excellent 
analysis of how the corruption of language is related to political control. ] 
In it he describes how language can be used to manipulate, to mislead. 

"tn our time, political speech and writing are largely the defense 
of the Indefensible” he says, sounding remarkably like Chomsky would 

later. “Defenseless villages are bom- 
barded from the air, the inhabitants 
driven out into the countryside, the 
cattie machine-gunned, the huts set 
on fire with incendiary bullets: this is 
called pacification. Millions of peas- 
ants are robbed of their farms and 
sent trudging along the roads with no 
more than they can carry: this is 
called transfer of population or rectifi- 
cation of frontiers. 
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People are imprisoned for years 
without trial, or shot in the hack 
of the neck or sent to die of scurvy 
in Arctic lumber camps: this is 
called elimination of unreliable ele- 
ments. Such phraseology is need- 
ed if one wants to name some- 
thing without calling up mental 
pictures of it. Consider for 
instance some comfortable 
English professor defending 
Russian totalitarianism. He can- 
not say outright, I believe in killing 



by doing so. 


off your opponents when you can get good results 
Probably, therefore, he will say something like this: 


While freely conceding ■■'that the rjovist- : 

exhibits certain features which the humanitarian may be 
inclined to deplore, we must, I think , ■ .agrees that ; a Cer- .. : 
tain curtailment of the right to: political opposition ;isv:.^ 
an unavoidable concomitant of ' transitional . ; ^periods;, : : ! and. : : 
■that the rigors which the : . Russian .''pecipla'hi^ 
upon to undergo have.' -been' '.amply justified' : in' '^the :;:^sre-'. : ^ 
of concrete achievement, ■ 




"Whehthere is a gap between one’s real and one* s 
declared aims, turns* . . instinctively to long 
words.. .like a Cuttlefish squirting out ink.” 
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Anarchism is commonly 
defined as the belief in the 
abolishment of all forms of 
organized government, laws 
and machinery of law | 
enforcement. In Chomsky's / 
view, it is not the lack of U 
organized government, M 
but a different shape of \ 
organization that is not f 
hierarchical. It's based on I 
finding forms of social 1 
organization that are n 
viable alternatives to / 
centralized state power 
and coercive institutions. — ^ 


At one point Chomsky 
defines the anarchist vision as 
seeking "a community of free- 
associatiorr without coercion 
by the state or other authori- 
tarian institutions in which 
free men can create and 
inquire and achieve the highest 
development of their powers." 

In real life, there are no pure 
representations of any theory 
of social or economic organiza- 
tion, only societies in which dif- 
ferent theories and philoso- 
phies are applied to the real 
circumstances of life. 



When Chomsky met Zellig Harris, he was on 
the verge of dropping out of college, hav 
ing found that every course he took 
soured his previous interest in the 
subject. Politics was always his pas- 
sion and Harris shared many of his 
political inclinations. It was largely 
this shared interest that led 
Chomsky into linguistics, though lan- 
guage was also a major interest of 
Chomsky's going back to his childhood 
when his parents were language teachers. 
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Harris did a series of studies that led 
to the development of techniques for the scientific 
study of meaning, and to a revolution in linguistics. He 
extended structuralist analysis beyond the sentence and devel- 
oped formulas to capture systematic linguistic relationships between 
different kinds of sentences. He called his formulas transformations. 

Chomsky incorporated the concept of transformation into 
what he called transformative-generative linguistics, or 
simply generative linguistics. 


0 




s ' - '' 1 i? ik .i„.' ■■■= J g .* 


A Note 
to the Reader 


For th oe>e of you who can’t wait to sink your 
teeth into Chomsfy’s “juicy” work on Politics 
and Media, by ait means feel free to skip 
ahead to the sections dealing with those 
exciting subjects. Put if you do choose to 1 
read the other sections first, please come 
back and read the section on Linguistics, 

Before Chomsky came out as a harsh critic of American foreign policy — and' 
of The New York Times itself— even 7lbe Times enthusiastically acknowledged hisi 
importance as a pioneer in linguistics, saying that his first book Syntactic 
Structures, had created 'The Chomskyan Revolution In Linguistics . 11 He was rau- 
tineiy referred to in newsmedia ShortThink as 'The Einstein of Linguistics." \ 


f The usual, 
V. Mr. Einstein? 

fpJease) 


S2( 


y/p*?s 











But even more importantly, Chomsky's 
evolution into the most penetrating social crit- 
ic of our time developed logically, and in a sense 
morally, out of his work on linguistics. If at 
times, his social criticism is so harsh that one 
is tempted to wonder if Chomsky has a low view’ 
of humanity, his work in linguistics reveals a 
view oVfiuman nature that is so positive and 
hopeful that it’s almost religious. Do yourself a 
favor and check it out. 


Always a 
pleasure, 
Mr. Chomsky. 
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Anotner pare or tne worx or lin- 
guistics is to compare and con- 
trast languages, their grammars, 
pronunciations, how meaning is 
created and how the languages 
are used. As with other studies, 
earlv bioloav for example, a prelim- 










In the West, the study of language began with the Greeks. For Plato it 
was a study of the etymologies or origins of Greek words. Dionysius 
Thrax, in the 1st Century E^C., worked out an elaborate system of gram- 
mar for the Greek language. It became known as traditional grammar. 

^Poman grammarians Aelius Dortatus and Priscian in the 6th Century AD?^ 
adopted Dionysius Thrax's system and adapted it to Latin. It worked 
well because the two languages are both 
jpHk Indo-European languages, related in lineage and 
structurally similar. 


The Greeks philosophical grammar was passed 
onto the Romans. The Graeco-Roman tradition 
extended into Medieval times when it was 
applied to the modem European languages. 
When Latin branched into the Romance 
languages— Italian, French, and Spanish— 
the languages had become structurally 
different and required different kinds of 
analysis. It became difficult to apply the 
traditional grammar. 



Some scholars saw the changes as a 
corruption of classical Latin and urged 
return to the archaic language forms. 
The idea that language change is 
corruption and should be prevented is 
called linguistic prescriptivism. 
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With the 15th century exploration of trade routes 
and colonization, Europe was exposed to other lan- 
guages not descended from Latin or Greek and not 
subject to the same traditional grammar. This 
stimulated a search for principles that would apply 
to the broadened frame of reference of languages. 


The search for canons of a universal logic led to the so-called general 
grammars of the 1 7th Century. 


— 

With the discovery of the New World, grammatical 
analysis was extended to non-European lan- 
guages, but was relatively unproductive because 
all the languages were forced into the Latin mold. 
It was when the English discovered the methods of 
the Indian scholar Panini ( c. 4th century 3.C. ) 
that modern linguistics began. Panini provided a 
new view Of language and grammatical description. 







The English colonists in 
India in the 10th Century 
discovered Sanskrit, an 
ancient language of reli- 
gion, philosophy, and litera- 
ture (now classified as an 
indo-lranianjanguage). The 
Hindus held Sanskrit in 
esteem the way Europeans 
did Latin. Linguists saw a 
resemblance between 
Sanskrit and Greek and 

Latin. 
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Specific words are similar, as are the organization of morphology and syntax. 










European scholars sought an explanation 
for the similarity of Sanskrit to Latin and 
Greek. Sir William Jones, considered the 
first great European scholar of 5anskrit, 
suggested in 1766 that the three languages 
may all "have sprung from some common 
source which, perhaps, no longer exists." 

Jones' insight defined the area of study for 
linguists of the next 100 years. Nineteenth 
Century linguistics was primarily historical 
and comparative, as scholars looked foi 
cross-connections and evolutionary links between Sanskrit, Greek, Latin, 
Germanic, Celtic and other Indo-European languages. 

Toward the end of the 19th Century, lin- 
guists began to turn their attention 
from the history and evolution of lan- 
guage to its organization and function. 
This branch of study became known as 
synchronic linguistics, the study of the 
language now, as opposed to historical 
or diachronic linguistics. It was exempli- 
fied in the work of Swiss linguist 
Ferdinand de Saussune in his Course in 
General Linguistics, published posthu- 
mously in 1916. The two analytic modes 
remain today as complementary aspects of the study of linguistics. 

During the 1920s synchronic linguistics in 
America was stimulated by study of a rich 
variety of Native American languages. 

Major linguists of the time, such as Franz 
Boas, Edward 6apir, ajid Alfred L. Kroeber, 
were also social anthropologists. In the 
early 1930s, linguists turned from descrip- 
tive work to a search for theoretical foun- 
dations. Leonard Bloomfield, a 
Behaviorist, laid down tenets of American 
linguistic thought in 1933 in his book 
language. 
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Bloomfield's behaviorist model was 
refined in the generation that followed 
by such linguists as Bernard Bloch, 
zellig Harris, Charles Hockett, Eugene 
Nida, and Kenneth Pike, who developed a 
theory of language analysis known as neo- 
Bloomfieldian or structural linguistics, 
called American structuralism to distin- 
guish it from other branches called 
structural . 


■■ Behaviorism limited its field of inquiry to physically 

measurable phenomena in an effort to emulate 
( ( a (q \ \ the P h y 5ical sciences. Meaning, therefore, was 

br V not a part of the domain of the structuralists. 

I _ ■ - / _ ln tbe ear| y 1950s, however, Zellig Harris of the 

University of Pennsylvania began a series. of 
\ w studies that led to the develop- 

ment of techniques for the scien- s'* *' s v 
tific study of meaning, and to a revolution in lin- / ' \ 

guistics. He extended structuralist analysis / # # 

beyond the sentence and developed formulas to ( 
capture systematic linguistic relationships \ J* i 

between different kinds of sentences. He called his 
formulas transformations. — *** 



I was a student of Harris. I incorporated 
the concept of transformation into a theo- 
ry now called Transformative-Generative 
Linguistics , or simply Generative Linguistics. 
The theory breaks off from structuralism in 
that it synthesizes theoretical and 
methodological elements from mathemat- 
ics and the philosophy of language. I 
rebelled against behaviorism , taking a neo- 
rationalist stance which recalls the 17 th 
Century concept of general grammar. 
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The concept of transformations gave linguistics a powerful 
descriptive and analytic tool, and dropping the narrow limita- 
tions of Behaviorist doctrine opened a broad area for inquiry. 
Between 1960 and 1980, generative linguistics ascended and 
structuralism declined. 


[LfegcflSgGBes ©s a setteoce® 



Traditionally linguists studied the differences and similarities of lan- 
guages in their pronunciation, grammar, vocabulary, and relationships 
between speakers. They created a vocabulary for the study of language 
which could be used by people in other fields who have an interest in 
language, such as lexicographers, speech therapists, translators and 
language teachers. Chomsky wanted linguistics to be "a real science." 



in his own work, he adheres closely to the discipline off 
the scientific method. ft has been a goat of Chomsky tai 
move the study of linguistics beyond the "butterffy i 
lecting" stage to a search for explanatory principles < 
beyond that, to being a key to the understanding 
human nature. In this way linguistics moves 
pedestrian study that services other fields, to : 
powerful, with profound and 
physics. 



It has long been a disputed point whether or not the 
social sciences, studies of people, can really be 
called sciences. B.F. Skinner tried to apply a scien- 
tific point of view to the study of psychology, but by 
Chomsky’s evaluation he failed because he attempted to 
deal with human beings as though they were equivalent 
to inanimate objects. 



Chomsky's way of bringing science into humanistic 
studies would be not to view humans as equivalent to 
the objects of study of the physical sciences, but 
to adopt scientific methods of analysis and logic. 
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In his search for explanatory 
principles, Chomsky focused 
more on similarities between lan- 
guages than on differences. He 
also narrowed his focus to 
English and well-studied lan- 
guages rather than branching 
out and cataloging many 
obscure languages. Chomskyfelt 
that science must make an 
attempt to explain why things 
function the way they do. Though 
many reject the idea that human 
behavior can be the subject of a 
scientific study, for Chomsky 
seeking solutions to problems, 
trying to find answers to the 
question "why?" is what charac- 
terizes science. 



1. It is important to seek explanations and 
not just descriptions and classifications. 

2. Narrowing the field of study can lead to 
more firmly established theories though at 
a sacrifice to more far-reaching answers. 


3. The use of abstraction and idealization 
constructs models that can be accorded a 
greater degree of reality than sensory data. 
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According to Chomsky, the 
central nervous system and 
cortex are biologically pro- 
grammed not only for the 
physiological aspects of 
speech but also for the 
organization of language 
itself . The capacity for 
organizing words into rela- 
tionships of words to each 
other is inherent. 


The ordinary use of language, says Chomsky, is creative, innovative, and 
more than merely a response to a stimulus, as the Behaviorist model sug- 
gests. [see Behaviorism] 




Chomsky determined that there is a uni 
versa I grammar which is part of the 
genetic birthright of human beings, that 
we are born with a basic template for 
language that any specific language 
fits into. This unique capacity for Ian 
guage is, as far 
as we know, 
unique to the , 
human species 
and ordinary use 
of language is evi- 
dence of tremen- 
dous creative 
potential in every 
human being. 






rn zo speak 
ese. From 
> fact, says 
lomsky, it 
allows by logic 
that there is a 
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are voo niaaen, zoo complex zo ve ngu rea ouz 
by children who have so little evidence to go 
on. These skills are innate, he says, because 
they cannot have been learned. Children do 
not have enough evidence to piece together so 
complicated a system as grammar, to quickly 
learn to Improvise sure-footedly within the 
system of grammar while rarely being told 
what the underlying rules are and rarely being 
given examples of incorrect grammar. 


Mommle cat 
howdy, la la boy! 





Language acquisition is distinguished by 
linguists from language learning. Learning a 
language later in life, after the developmental 
stage of language acquisition has played out, 
is much like other kinds of learning. Language 
students get books of grammar and vocabu- 
lary, take classes, are instructed and drilled 
by teachers. Young children who have never 
spoken before absorb language with great 
rapidity and with the minimum of cues from 
the outside world. The process of acquisition 
is akin to imprinting, an innate process which 
begins to play out along certain lines when it 
is triggered by outside 
stimuli. 


When a bird hatches from its shell at birth 
and forms a parent/child bond with the 
first large organism it sees, it is called 
imprinting. It is a behavior that is trig- 
gred by some outside stimulus, but 
plays itself out in a standard, pre- 
dictable way, and is the same from one 
individual to the next. 

The 




question of 
nature versus 
nurture, of what 
is inherited genet! 
cally versus what is 
acquired through experience 
and environmental influences, is an old one. These 
categories cannot be clearly separated. They seem 
to blend together as they play out in the real world. 
So the controversy will probably never be clearly 
resolved. The behaviorist doctrine says that all 
behavior is learned and that human beings are a 
blank slate at birth and can be manipulated and 
molded to acquire almost any sort of behavior. 
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To Chomsky, this would be almost criminally sim- 
plistic and inconsistent with the facts. Language 
is exceedingly complex and yet is mastered easi- 
ly in a very short time by human children who 
begin with no frame of reference at all and rarely 
receive any degree of formal instruction. The only 
evidence they have to work with is hearing people 
talk. They are rarely told why the sentences are 
correct or given examples of what would be 
incorrect. And yet they launch into the fluent 

usage of a sys- 
tem that includes 
a large number of 
very complex prin- 
ciples of gram- 
mar, principles 
Chomsky says 

they have not received enough evidence to learn 
about. Chomsky establishes that it would not 
be possible for these principles to be I earned 
with the evidence that is available to the child. 




Two points that you surely noticed, but 
just In case you didn’t: . 

1. Chomsky's view 
of humanity is startling- 
ly positive: "[the] ordi- 
nary use of language is evi- 
dence of tremendous creative 
potential in every human being. 

2. Chomsky's special genius in both 
linguistics and politics is his ability to see the 
dear, simple truth of things. Chomsky is the 
guy who notices that the Emperor isn't wearing 
any clothes. That's why he appeals to so many 
of us. 
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E3y analyzing subtle 
grammatical rules 
that are far beyond 
the awareness of the 
average speaker of 
English, Chomsky 
shows that the rules 
we are fluent in are too 
difficult to be figured 
out with the evidence 
we are given as children 
first learning to speak. 
Even trying to under- 
stand an explanation 
of how anaphors* (A 
linguists term for a 


commonly-used but 
difficult-to-explain 
“binding” grammatical 
structure) work is dif- 
ficult, and yet rarely is 
the mistake made in 
the language usage of 
ordinary people. 
^Editor's note: As if 
to prove Chomsky’s 
point, the explanation 
of anaphors was so 
difficult, that out of 
mercy for the lay 
reader, we’ve decided 
to leave it out. 




It is difficult for a professional linguist to 
merely list, after the fact, all of the 
grammatical subtleties that go into 
making an acceptable or well-formed 
sentence, especially since the num- 
ber of possible combinations seems 
limitless — some sentences are 
ambiguous, some are not; some are 
connected to others by paraphras- 
es, implicational relations and so 
forth. Studying a simple paragraph 
yields a rich system of inter-relation- 
ships and cross-connections that are 
all consistent with a very subtle system 
of grammar. 



Mo&t sentences that are mathematically possible are clearly ungrammatical, 
and yet to pinpoint the reason for the unacceptability of a certain form, in 
many cases, is extremely difficult. 

I repeat: Is grammar learnable? 






To study learning, says 
Chomsky, we must look at 
the input (data) and out- 
put (grammar) in the 
organism (child). A child 
who has no knowledge of 
language to start with con- 
structs a working knowl- 
edge of a language based 
on certain data. From the 
relationship of the 

input/data to the 

output/grammar, we may 
begin to develop some idea 


of the mental activities of the 
organism, the transition from 
input to output. 

In order to account for the 
kinds of grammatical rules 
used in simple sentences, we 
have to postulate abstract 
structures that have no 
direct connection with the 
physical facts (data) and can 
only be reasoned from those 
facts by long chains of highly 
abstract mental operations. 


5 
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how do we know that we can say (for example), "What box did Margaret keep 
the necklace in? 1 but not "What box did Margaret keep the necklace that was 
in? It is a property of English, and probably all languages, that some comp lex 
noun phrases, like "the necklace that was in 
the box," cannot be kept intact when you 
change a statement to a question. 

Chomsky says this is a linguistic universal, 
but is unlearnable from the evidence. When 
we are learning the language, we are not given 
enough evidence from which to draw this 
conclusion. 


If we analyze these processes carefully, says 
Chomsky, we find that the picture does not fit 
the stimulus -response model of how learning takes 
place, the blank -slate model of the human 
organism as portrayed by the Behaviorists . 

The stimulus -response theory can only lead to 
a system of habits , a network of associations . 
And such a system will not account for the 
sound -meaning relation that all of us know 
intuitively when we have mastered our language. 




The grammars that we use are creative in that they generate, specify, or 
characterize, a virtually infinite number of sentences. A speaker is capable 
of using and understanding sentences that have no physical similarity — 
no point-by-point relationship — to any sentence he has ever heard. 
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An interesting experi- 
ment in this regard 
was conducted by 
Richard Ohmann, a 
professor at Wesleyan 
University. He showed 
25 people a simple 
cartoon and asked 
them to describe in 
one sentence what 
was going on in the 
picture. All 25 
responses were differ- 
ent. Next the profes- 
sor put his results into 
a computer program 
designed to deter- 
mine how many gram- 
matically correct sen- 
tences could be gener- 
ated from only the 
words used in those 25 
sentences. The result 
was 19.8 billion differ- 
ent possibilities. 



Other computer calculations^ 
have shown that it would take 10 
trillion years — 2,000 times the 
estimated age of the earth — to 
say all of the possible sentences 
in English that use exactly 20 
words. From this it would be high- 
ly unlikely that any 2 O-word sen- 
tence you hear has ever been 
spoken before, and similar calcu- 


lations could be made for sen- 
tences of different lengths. The 
number of creative possibilities 
within the grammar, then, is vir- 
tually infinite. And yet, when a 
fundamental principle of gram- 
mar is violated, the speaker does 
not have to run through a compli- 
cated series of analyses to figure 
it out. He knows instantly. 
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From an analysis of the input-output rela- 
tionship of a speaker, it would not be possible 
for a human being to deduce the subtle and 
complex rules of the grammar he uses with 
such authority. 

Therefore, the fundamental 
grammar is innate. 


Universal grammar, that set of properties common to any nat- 
ural languam ty biological necessity, is a rich and highly artic- 
ulated strut i ure with explicit restrictions on the kinds of oper- 
ations that can occur, though it is y enough to imagine 
ways we could violate them. Applying purely mathematical oper- 
; ations to sentences, we couttLcome up with any number of pos- 
sibilities, like reversing the v^^^^br of an entire sentence, or 
switching the last wor<^s||^ ; i:lMHfirst, which would not yield 
grammatical sentences. 5\^^mUpe&- not occur in natural 
languages. No language c<|ifetructs a question by simply 
order of a declarative sentence, 

It would seem A 

simple and 
obvious 1 ?! solution to 
the problem, much 
simpler than the 
systems that are 
actually used. 
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A bird does not have to 
be taught to sing a 
specific kind of call, or 
to know when it is time 
to migrate for the win- 
ter. There are many 
specific behaviors 
which emerge develop- 
mentaliy'but cannot be 
attributed to learning 
in the sense that we 
usually use the term. 
Walking is an example. 
Almost all human chil- 
dren without certain 
relatively rare disabili- 


ties learn to walk 
within the first two 
years of their lives. 

The way this behavior is 
acquired also plays out 
in familiar and stan- 
dard ways, from moving 
the limbs to slithering 
to crawling to standing 
while holding and so 
forth. 

Human beings do not 
have to be taught to 
cry when they are sad 
or to laugh when it is 


appropriate. 

5 e x u a I 
behavior also plays out 
its development in fair- 
ly standard and pre- 
dictable patterns. It is 
not observable at birth, 
but unfolds at the 
appropriate time 
according to what 
must.be a pre-deter- 
mined plan that exists 
within the organism 
from birth. 
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Must would agree that the capacity for language is innate to some 
degree In humans. Chomsky behoves that the basic grammar itself is 
innate, bom in us, part of our genetic material. He believes that 
language has a center in the brain that is separata unto itself. 


In this con 
riectiGn, The 
word ' pra- 1 
gramr r.ed" is 

often applied, per- 
haps misleadirgly. 

1 FncgrammeLV 1 is flri 
active verb and rais- 
es thfl question who 
or wharf is tak'ng the 
acti oy -\ who h^s done 
Tho pragrammlrg, This I s another 
realm entirely ara not. part of 
Churns ity's discussion. It is al so a 
particularly contemporary metaphor 
that draws parallels between 
humans and computers which may 
or may nor. be waild and may he 
otjecticrteble to acme ivio believe 


that this activity of 
computers 
is funda- 
rnen tally 
and quali- 
tatively dif- 
ferent from 
the behavior of Seri 
tient beings. 
Wthout delvlrg 
into the source 
ol this genetic 
material, the Iflst'nc- 
tual programs that 
pl^iy themselves out iri 
the development of the chi'd. 
Chomsky attempts tc estab.ish t?y 
nglc that tnefie beha'/ors n hi. mans 
aiie lot- learned hut. ane in rate. 



Chomsky Gomes to his conclusion 
not primarily by observation, but by 
logic. Observation Is the source of 
the basic elements of the dis- 
course. such as the observation of 
how children learn language from 
extremely limited information, but 
Chomsky's main contribution fol- 
lows from the logical processes 
that he applies to those observa- 
tions, the questions hs asks, the 
chains of deduction he follows, and 
his conclusions. 




There are other areas of human activity 
that might be investigated in similar 
ways as part of looking into the essence 
of what it means to be human. Human 
expressions in music and the arts, in -reli- 
gion, ethics, social structures seem also 
to have their universal qualities which 
express themselves in various, but 
remarkably similar ways in diverse cul- 
tures around the world. 

(3ljC©[fflSlk^ ©DD 








Skinner's Behaviorism is one area 
where Chomsky's views on linguistics 
and his political views clearly come 
together. 

Skinner claims that human 
beings are blank slates, totally con- 
trolled by outside influences, their 
conditioning. He takes will from the 
individual and replaces it- in the envi- 
ronment. 

He says: "As a science of behavior 
adopts the strategy of physics and 
biology, the autonomous agent to 
which behavior has traditionally been 
attributed is replaced by the envi- 
ronment — the environment in which 
the species evolved and in which the 
behavior of the individual is shaped 
and maintained [B.F. 5kinner, 
Beyond Freedom and Dignity] 
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Skinner that scientific ana lysis ivlN somedsry 

prove al! tr\\s, \ e states it as though "it ie :n the nature 
of sclsntlflchqiilty, 1 T>at hifi conclusion that behavior 
determined i?y external factors must someday bo 
proven. Hs dossrt offer proof tH' this*. yu t expects you to 
take his cla ms, cloaked in f.c^nttffc ^oundln# or 

fai;h, never of course caking it faith... 

Chomsky uncloaks -Skinner's dogmatism by first 
stating i : ; o! early... 


"In support of his bsiief that science wiii 
demonstrate that fciesftefvior entrfieJy a 
function of ant eofident ctwnts; SMnnor 
notes that phywics acfrainewif enty when it 
''stopped personifying things 1 and 
attributing to them 'wills, imprison, foot- 
ings* purposes,* and so on. Therefore, he 
oonniudes, the science of behavior will 
progress only when ft stops personifying 
people and avoids refiffente to 'interna f 
states. r No doubt physics advanced by 
rejecting the view that a rock's wish to fail 
is a factor in its 'behavior, 1 because in fact 
a rock has no suj oh wtahS 


r 


m i\rn right herw r thank you 



...and terminates Skinner in the plainest 
imaginable English: 


“For Skinner's argument to have any force, he 
must show that people have will, impulses, 
feelings, purposes, and the like no more than 
rocks do. If people differ from rocks in this 
respect, then a science of human behavior will 
have to take account of this fact." f'FPS] 
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Chomsky has contributed 
greatly to refuting 
Behaviorism’s ugly assertion 
that we are merely dull 
machines shaped by a .history 
of reinforcement, exactly as 
free as rats in a maze, with 
no intrinsic needs other 
than physiological satia- 
tion. 


Chomsky leans strongly 
toward the belief that human 
beings are not only born 
with an innate knowledge of 
grammar, but that we are 
also inclined by nature 
toward free creative inquiry 
and productive work . 



Whether we live up to Chomsky’s view of ourselves or down to Skinner’s 
depends largely on whether we believe the lies we are told, or find ways to 
see through them. 

If we don’t see through them, we will be exactly as free as rats in 

a maze. 

Which brings us to Chomsky’s study of the media... 



Noam Chomsky and 
the Media 


(Sam Yfeca GksDfew® \^CoaG \7®ca 
So© sued] CUsatPl? 

In order for democracy to be "democratic," 
the media has to fulfill two functions: 
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In his book Necessary Illusions, 
Chomsky documents the history of 
propaganda, public relations, and 
other strategies of those who desig- 
nate them- 
selves as having 
the right to con- 
trol our 

thoughts and 
opinions without 
our conscious 
assent. He 
reminds us that 
although TV and 
print journalists 
constantly use 
buzzwords like 
"democrac y," 

"capitalism, 1 ' 

"freedom of 
speech," and 


"equality," we rarely hear any discus- 
sion of what these words really mean 
or how they play out in our real lives. 
Chomsky not only takes us beyond 
the veil of propa- 
ganda, he also 
helps us see the 
flaws in our own 
thinking habits 
so that we can 
find the. truth on 
our own. He 
does this with 
the rational pre- 
cision of a great 
scientific mind 
and with the 
moral authority 
of a spiritual 
leader. 





of thie ;i "bo^ 


mm . a 


in Democratic Societies 

explosive Chomskyan phrase, 

.are 

v f not normal ly encountered together in 
: America, "Thought control ” is some- 

thing we associatewith totalitarian 
c<nmferi<es» the soviet Union, Nazi 
Germany, Cuba, etc. We call the United 
States a democracy , andin democracies 
ii free and equal . 
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We are free to think whatever we want and to 
read or watch or listen to whatever we want. 
To see the words "thought control" in connec- 
tion with a democratic society seems strange. 

Like any good scientist, Chomsky takes noth- 
ing for granted. He questions everything. 


What is the function of communications 
media in a democratic society? 




What kind of democracy do we want? 




And what do we 
mean by democracy? 






To answer these questions, Chomsky goes back to the founding of the 
American republic. There are two fundamentally opposing views in 
America of what democracy is, and of what freedom of the press is. 

One notion of the role of media in a 
democracy is typified by the view of 
Supreme Court Justice William 
Powell who wrote that democracy 
requires free access to information. 


"No individual can obtain for 
himself the information needed 
for the intelligent discharge of 
his political responsibilities..." 
said Powell. "By enabling the pub- 
lic to assert meaningful control 
over the political process, the 
press performs a crucial 
function in effecting the sod - 
First 


Within that definition of 
democracy citizens should 
"have the opportunity to 
inform themselves, to take 
part in inquiry and dis- 
cussion and policy forma- 
tion, and to advance their 
programs through politi- 
cal action . " 

standard belief in America. 

But, unfortunately— according to Chomsky— it 
is not the way it really works. 


eta! purpose of the 
Amendment." 



This view is the 
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The alternative view of the purpose 
of the media was expressed nicely by 
James Mill: The media’s role is to 
"train the minds of the people to a 
virtuous attachment to their govern- 
ment." (That is so sinister that it 
bears repeating.) 

... to "train the minds of the people 
to a virtuous attachment to their 
government." 

(... and, adds 

Chomsky, "to the arrangements of 
the social, economic, and political 
order more generally." [NI]) 


In this view, democracy is only for an 
elite — and the media’s job is to “train 
the minds of the people” to believe in 
the virtue of the elitist goons who rule 
them. This, says Chomsky, is more con- 
sistent with the ideas of the founding 
fathers as stated 
by John Jay who 
said that "those clT ~ ^ 

who own the coun- 1 f|| 

try should run it," SA 1 i 


■ " , Y ,J 


"John Jay's maxim is, in fact, the principle 
on which the Republic was founded and 
maintained," says Chomsky, "and in its 
very nature capitalist democracy cannot 
stray far from this pattern...." [NI] 


With this principle in operation, 
says Chomsky, politics becomes 
an interaction among groups of investors 
who compete for control of the state. 



alearfing fig- ■ arrive at even general under- 
public standing ... Democratic lead* 
■ e>aid that era muat play their part in ... 

':^0reiia&ion:, : the.'' ■■very engineering ... consent to 

cannot wait for the people to ("... engineering ... consent.,.”?) 






Journalist 
Wait or 
Lip pm an 
wrote in 
Public 
Opinion in 
1921 that 
"the manu- 
facture of 
consent" 
constituted 
a "revolu- 
tion in the 
practice of 
democracy" 
and has 
become "a 
self con- 
scious art 
and regular 
organ of 
popular gov- 
ernment." 

(“... manufacturing] ... 
consent...”?) 

"The common interests." said 
Lippman, "largely elude public opin- 
ion entirely, and can be managed 
only by a specialized class whose 
personal interests reach beyond 
the locality." 

In The Encyclopedia of Social 
Science, Harold Laswell cautioned 


against believing "democratic dog- 
matisms about men being the 
best judges of their own inter- 
ests." The elite who designate 
themselves as rulers must be in a 
position to impose their will and if 
social conditions do not permit 
sufficient force to ensure obedi- 
ence, then "a whole new technique 
of control, largely through propa- 
ganda," is necessary because of 
the "ignorance and superstition 
[of] the masses." 
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R e i n h o I d 
Niebuhr, whom 
Jimmy Carter 
cited as one of 
his main influ- 
ences, was the 
source of the 
quote that 
Chomsky 
chose as his 
title. Because 
of the "stupid- 
ity of the aver- 
age man," he 




must be given "necessary illusions" and "emotionally potent oversimplifi- 
cations" instead of the truth. 



Historian Thomas Bailey, 
arguing to avoid demili- 
tarization after World 
War II, said, "because the 
masses are notoriously 
short-sighted and gen- 
erally cannot see danger 
until it is at their 
throats, our statesmen 
are forced to deceive 
them into an awareness 
of their own long-run 
interests. Deception of 
the people may in fact 
become increasingly nec- 
essary unless we are 
willing to give our leaders 
in Washington a freer 
hand." 
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• Our leaders consider us too stupid to be the 
judges of our own best interests. 

• They believe that Democracy is only for the 
elite— the rich and powerful. 

• They believe that "those who own the 

country should run ' 




• Politics is not about elections or democracy. 

• Polities is an interaction among groups of 
investors who compete for control of the 

: ■ state>iebi!^ 




• The mass media is little more than a public 
relations industry for the rich and powerful. 
The media's job is to "train tbe minds of the 
people" to believe in the virtue pf the 
powerful goons who rule them. 
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In the third world, the US often resorts to 
violence to "restore democracy," which in 
reality usually means whichever regime — no 
matter how brutal — most benefits US 
investors. In the US itself, a tradition of 
human rights still stands in the way of a 
free exercise of governmental force, so 
subtler techniques are employed: the man- 
ufacture of consent, manipulating public 
opinion with necessary illusions, covert 
operations that congress and the media 
ignore until 
they overflow 
into public 

awareness too far to avoid comment. Then they 
are treated as scandals, isolated incidents. A 
great deal of attention is paid to a public drama 
involving chosen fall guys, who may be pardoned 
after massively expensive public procedures, or 
may do some token prison time before coming 
out and retiring comfortably on pensions or 
hush money. Or perhaps, as in the cases of 
Oliver North and <3. Gordon Liddy, they may par- 
lay their notoriety into new careers as politi- 
cians or media figures. 





One "scandal" after another 
emerges and then passes out of 
public attention until the next inci- 
dent. Each of these incidents is por- 
trayed as an aberration, a misadven- 
ture that departs from the norm of 
high integrity and dedication to con- 
stitutional principles of the majority 
of our public officials. But many of us 
suspect that the "scandals" are 
really business as usual, the true 
operations of government occasion- 
ally poking through the blanket of 
necessary illusions. 
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The public wearies of it all, their senses battered with so much meaning- 
less input. They may sense that it is bogus, but they feel they have no 
power to do anything about it. 









In 1975 the 
T r i I a t e r a I 
Commission pub- 
lished a study enti- 
tled "The Crisis of 
Democracy on "the 
governability of 
democracies." The 
paper interpreted 
public participation in 
decision-making as a 
threat, which it is to 
the elite governing 
class. The media, it 



says, are a "notable 
new source of power," 
that has contributed 
to "an excess of 
democracy" and a 
resulting "reduction in 
governmental authori- 
ty." If journalists don't 
impose "standards of 
professionalism," says 
the study, "the alter- 
native could well be 
regulation by the gov- 
ernment." 


n, arket ^ 

guided by profit J's* 
n 



The medians a "guided market system'^guided by profit. And 
guided by the government. Which often amountsto the same 
thingy information that is' “000!: ito suit an agenda — politic 
cai or financial— -is propagart^§| 




Propaganda is not the media's only func- 
tion, but it is a large part of it. And — to 
state the obvious — nothing will appear 
within the media system that contra- 
dicts the purposes of the owners. 

Or, to put it another way: 

Ownership determines 
content. 


The question is, how exactly do 









RAW NEWS 


In Manufacturing Coneent, 
Chomsky and co-author Edward 5. 
Herman sketch out what they call 
a “propaganda model,” describing 
the “invisible” forces that ensure 
that the mass media will play the 
role of propagandists, transmit 
biased information instead of 
news, and do their masters’ bid- 
ding without even being asked. The 
media, say Chomsky and Herman, 
merely “mobilize support for the 
special interests that dominate 
the state and private activity, and 
... their choices, emphases, and 
omissions can often be under- 
stood best ... by analyzing them in 
such terms.” [MCJ ) 










The heart of Chomsky ’ s 
and Herman's propaganda 
model consists of what 
they call "news filters"- 
five of them. These 
filters, one level at a 
time, remove all "unde- 
sirable elements" from 
ever finding their way 
into your living 
room ... or your mind . 
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Filter 1. Money: The great wealth of 'the;'()wne^ : ilie;^* 
that ownership of the media is concent^^ 
corporate hands, and the fact that' medla'^ 
other corporations, exist only to tridke ;ai : pridrf?^- 


Filter 2. Advertie 






Utter 3. Reliance on information pr^e^ l^ 

business, and "experts." y ■ V' y 

Filter 4.;“FlaicTa^ip:p|^l|f||p||ft^^^^Mp 


Filter 5. "Anti-communism" as a natio 
control mechanism. 


(When the Soviet system collapsed, so did Filter 5 ; see 
explanation below for our attempts to find a new Evil Empire.) 

FILTER 1. ONLY THE WEALTHY NEED APPLY 


In the early 19th Century, a 
free press took root in 
England that represented 
the interests and identity of 
working people in a way 
that had been unknown 
before, but by mid-century 
the small papers had pretty 
much died out and were 
replaced by much larger 
entities. 





As the market for newspapers 
grew, '" and the technological 
requirements of puWishi^ 
the cost of ^mpeting in that larg- 
er market, also {to .say; the least) • i 


In 1037, the costof establishing a 
profitable national weekfypaper in 


sgjWa 


la^^pWi 

start-upcost 


break-even circulation of 




': -ilk' 

companies were selling 


newspaper 

Htttfli 


$6,000,000 to $13/300,000, 1 

The cost to enter today's media 
markets makes those amounts 
seem like a school chiles lurch 
■ money, 

The first "filter?'— the massive 
financial requirement-Hs an enor* 

: mous hurci^ wishing to 

establish a place in the media 
market. Onty the wealthy— the 
enormously vveafthy— need apply 


'X- Mm' Cwrm' -imd Jem Seaton, Power 
ftv&pm&fafHty; The Pre&3 and ftroadcasm# foi 
&$tato.t8S5. . 


And every year the 
media is concentrated 
in fewer and fewer 
hands. 




Qt WHAT ABOUT THE MAJOR MEDIA? 


The 29 largest media systems account Tor over half of the output of 
newspapers, and most of the magazines, radio, books, and movies. 
Bagdikian calls this elite group "a new Br-K/ate Ministry of Information and 
Culture that can set nationai agenda. l, i 

Ownership is growing incnsaidfneiyi S‘aa^aKl^ra‘lt«df'li^ v 19&2, Bagdikian said 
50 corporations controlled most of the major media outlets in. the US. 
By the fourth edition the ; lbook in SOQSv-lhe^Mtriber was down to 20 
and still dropping. 


Q* WHAT IS THE "MEDIA OF INFLUENCE?" 


The “Media of Influence” refers to 
highest tier of the media in 
terms of prestige, resources and 
coverage. It is made up of about 
10-24 companies who, along with 
government wire services, define 
the national news agenda as well as providing the news itself for most of 
the lower level media companies. 




The top tier (in 1936) included: 

The three television networks: 

• ABC (through its pamnt. Capital Cities) 

•CBS 

• NBC (Genera! Electric) 



The leading newspaper empires: 

• The New York Times • Kpigjit-Ridder 

• Washington Post • Gshnett 

• Los Angeles Times • Heirst ; T: 1 

(Times-Mirror) •5cripps-Howard 

• Wall Street Journal • NewhouSe (Advance Publications) 

(Dow Jones) • The Tribune Company 
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nev^^ mag^zlnae: 



• Time : 

• Newsweek (Washington Post) 

• Reader's Digest 

• TV Guide (Triangle) 

• U.5. News & World Report 

Attiajorbook publisher: 

Hill. 


tV systems: 

;:;*furher a; ; A 

‘ General Corp. ■■, - : v. 




■■ ■■■• ^torer... 

* Group W (Westirtghouse). 


These 24 companies are owned 
by even larger corporations. 

Their main purpose is to maxi- 
mize profits. They are owned 
by very wealthy people. All but 
one of the top companies have 
assets in excess of $1 billion. 

Centralization of ownership of 
the top tier of media increased 
substantially after World War 
with the rise of television and its 
national networking. Before TV, news 
markets were local, though they depended 
on the top tiers for national and international 
news. Television is now the main source of news for the 
public. 





But with the rise of cable TV, the market has 
fragmented somewhat, creating a trend 
toward decentralization. New electronic 
media, from on-line services to faxes 
and modems, may continue the trend 
toward decentralization, but the 
monopolists are hard at work find- 
ing ways to tie up the new media as 
they develop. 

As we approach the end of the 
20th Century, money still rules the 
7 — 1 media. 

FILTER 2. ADVERTISING, THE 
LICENSE TO DO BUSINESS 
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Before the rise of advertising, the price of a newspaper had to cover 
its cost of production. But with advertisers to pay the bills, a publi- 
cation could be marketed at less than the cost to make it. This put 
papers that do not sell advertising out of the market. 



Q* HOW / WHY DOES THAT DISTORT THE NEWS? 


Advertising distorts the news because it makes a publication 
accountable to its advertisers more than to its readers. Media with 
anadvertising subsidy can undercut the prices of media without 
and can then pick up the market of the low income readers as well. 
More revenue increases the ability to compete, to produce, to pro- 
mote. 

Advertisers learned early on that advertising in publications that 
cater to the affluent will make them more money because the affluent 
have money to spend. Publications that represent the interests and 
support the world view of the working class are at a disadvantage in 
the advertising Competition because their readers are of modest 
" :msatts»; 


When the British social-democratic 

business in the 1960s, it actually 

had almost double the readership 

of The Times, the Financial Times 

and the Guardian combined. Its 
readers, according to surveys, were 
more loyal to it and read more of it 


than readers of the other papers. 
MfTiT tecked ms adt/ertieiFiZ. 
Some analysts believe the death of 
the Herald contributed to the 
diminishing fortunes of the Labor 
Party because there was no longer 
an alternative frame of reference by 
which to analyze events. 




American 
broadcast 
media 
programming , 
as well as 
print 
media, is 
bought and 
sold by the 
advertisers 
And they 
are not shy 
about 
controlling 
it. 


Example: 

Gulf and Western pulled its 
funding from public TV station 
WNET in 19fi>5 when it ran a 
documentary called "Hungry 
For Profit," which criticized the 
activities of multinational cor- 
porations in the third world. A 
source at WNET said they 
anticipated a negative 
reaction to the pro- 
gram, and "did all 
we could to . get 
the program sani- 
tized." Apparently, 
they didn’t 



‘sanitize’ 


it 


enough: Gulf and 

Western's GEO com- 
plained to the station that 



the program was "virulently anti- 
business if not anti-American," 
and said that WNET's behavior was 
not that of "a friend." 
According to the London 
Economist, "Most 
people believe that 
WNET would not 
make the same mis- 
take again." (One of 
the great “filters” in 
corporations of every 
kind is, either you learn 
to read your boss’s mind 
or you’re out of a job.) 


m 



Programs that raise concerns over environmental or human rights 
issues tfiat are consequences of the >>te>y u> 

be well-received at any network, even on public TV 

Television networks know what will sell to their advertisers and 
what won't. You- don't have to be a rocket scientist to figure out that 
programs that 
create doubt 
over the way big 
business oper- 
ates probably 
won't sell to 
your large cor- 
porate spon- 
sors. Sponsors 
also object to 
programming 
that discusses 
disturbing and 
complex issues 

that may disrupt the "buying mood." TV audiences are not thought of as 
"citizens" but as "consumers." Sponsors want “entertainment” that will 
offend the fewest possible and create no disturbance. 

The primary 
purpose of the 
media from the 
standpoint of those 
who own H Is to 
sell — and at the 
same time to 
protect their 
interests. 
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FILTER 3. WHERE THE NEWS COMES FROM. RELIANCE 
ON INFORMATION PROVIDED BY GOVERNMENT, BUSINESS, 
AND “EXPERTS.” 



In order to fill daily 
quotas for news 
material, the 
institutions of 
news media need 
steady reliable 
sources of news 
information. 
Reporters cannot 
be everywhere at 
once waiting for 
news stories to 
break so they con- 
centrate their 
activities in places 
where news is 
breaking every day 
routinely, places 
like the White 
House, the 

Pentagon, the 
halls of Congress. 
Big business lead- 
ers are also credi- 
ble sources for 
news stories. 

Information from 
these sources 
does not have 
to be checked or 
backed up, it is 
deemed credible 
by virtue of who it 
comes from. 
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This eaves a lot of time, costly research and fact- 
checking. The news bureaucracies have an affinity 
with governmental and business bureaucracies and 
rely on them to satisfy their needs for a steady flow 
of news at low cost. 


Many government agencies are 
terrifyingly helpful when it comes 
to supplying us with news: The 
Pentagon has a public information 
operation that employs thou- 
sands of people and spends hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars a year. 

It is much larger than all the 
dissenting information sources put 
together. 




Similar forces are in operation 
on local levels, with city 
hall and the police depart- 
ment as regular reporter 
beats . 

Government bureaucra - 
cies cater to the 
needs of news organi- 
zations , creating 
symbiotic relation- 
ships by making the 
work of gathering 
news easier, less 
expensive, govern- 
ment - sanctioned , and 
corporate -blessed . 

Who cares if it’s been 
"sanitized" to get through all 
those filters? 
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Besides, if you doubt the 
“official government 
version” of the news, you 
can always consult the 
experts. Of course, 
experts can be co-opted 
by big corporate or 
government interests, by 
funding them, sponsoring 
them, putting them on 
payrolls. 



study done on the 
MacNeii-Lehrer News Hour from 
January '85 to January '86 showed a 
breakdown into categories of the "experts" 
who appeared on the show. 40 percent were gov- 
ernment officials or former government officials. 
Almost 12 percent were from conservative think 
tanks, 10 percent from the academic community, 2.5 
percent were consultants and 4.2 percent were foreign 
government officials. Journalists made, up 25.6 per- 
cent of the total. Not counting journalists, the per- 
centage of government and former government 
officials was 54 percent. 

In other words, the “experts” are recruit- 
ed from the same “official sources” 
that “leaked” the news in the 
first place. 
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FILTER 4. FLAK 

Fiak is a cute insiders word for neg- from the FCC to produce documents 

ative reactions to media statements related to a specific program, or 

in the form of letters, phone caiis, threats from ad agen- 

petitions, lawsuits, speeches, con- ^ 1 1 cies or big sponsors 

gressional bills, and other ** To P u ^ advertising or 

forms of punitive action. jTVV’* To 5ue ' powerful can 

At a certain point, flak create flak indirectly by corn- 

can make it very diffi- plaining against.the media to 

cult for an or^ari of ^ its employees and stockholders, gen- 

media to function. era Ting advertising or press that 

The capacity to gener- denigrates the media, funding right 

ate flak that is truly wing monitoring or think tank 

threatening is proportional to operations that attack the 

power. The powerful can generate flak Jg media, or funding political cam- 
directly, such as letters or phone paigns of candidates who support 
calls from the White House to their policies and will take a hard 

anchormen or producers, demands line toward media deviation. 
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In the 70s and '80s the corpo- 
rate community sponsored 
the American Legal Foundation, 
the Capital Legal Foundation, 
the Media : . 

for Media and Public Affairs, and 
Accuracy iti Media (AIM 
institutions whose basic purpose 
is to produce flak against dis- 
obedient media. 



The Media Institute sponsors 
media monitoring projects, confer- 
ences, and studies of the media 
which focus primarily on the 
failure of the media to 
accurately portray 
business and to give 
sufficient weight to 
the business point 
of view. It under- 
writes such works 
as John Cories 
expose of alleged 
left-wing bias of 
the media. The 
chairman of the 
hoard in 196>5 
was Steven V. 

Seeking, the top 
public relations 
official of the ( 

American Medical 
Association. The 
chairman of the 
National Advisory 
Council was Herbert 
Schmertz of the Mobil Oil 



Corporation. The Center for Media 
and Public Affairs was created in the 
mid-'OOs as a "nonprofit, non 
partisan" research institute 
and was praised by 
Patrick Buchanan, Faith 
Whittlesey and 
President Reagan. 
The Center's journal 
The Media Monitor 
keeps an eye on 
the alleged liberal 
and anti-busi- 
ness bias of the 
media. (One of 
the great ironies 
I of the media is 
that despite the 
fact that these 
pro- business, pro- 
government, pro- 
status-quo “fil- 
ters” give the media 
a frighteningly right- 
wing bias, it is con- 
stantly accused of left- 
winger/.) 
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FILTER 5. ANTI-COMMUNISM 

In 19dd, the Soviet Union fell, forcing a 
rewrite of America’s national obsession 
with anti-communism as the central noble 
cause, the one unquestioned value in our 
culture other than making money. 




Though the United States was found- 
ed on revolution, in our time the 
vrord revolution has become identi- 
fied with an -evil menace. The revo- 
lutions of Russia, China, and Cuba 
were extremely threatening to the 
ruling elites because communism 
would undermine their superior class 
status. It became the malevolent 
presence by which everything was 
justified. Oommunism gave the popu- 
lation an enemy against which to 
mobilize. Richard Nixon's first two 
political offices, as congressman 
and senator were gained by defeat - 
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ing incumbents who were taken by surprise and unable to defend 
themselves against' his false accusations that they were com- 
munists. Though the charges were never substantiated, the fear 
and doubt created by Nixon's smear campaigns lasted long 
enough to get him into office. Eventually that tactic ran dry, 
but anti -communism remained the center of American political 
ideology until the fall of the Soviet Union. 

After the fall of the Soviet Union 
was some confusion from the prof 
ganda experts on what enemi 
would be worthy of taking the 
place of the Evil Empire. Saddam 
Hussein served the purpose 
briefly, but a more reliable and 
malleable image has been that 
of Islamic fundamentalists, 

Muslims or Middle Easterners in 
general, who are portrayed as rab 
extremists and terrorists as a ge\ 
cultural trait. 

CONCISION — THE STATE OR QUALITY OF 
BEING CONCISE. 




"Concision 11 is the name news media profes- 
sionals give to the principle of cutting 
everything to a bare minimum in order 
to make it fit within the format of 


The idea that all news has to fit into 
this kind of format is an unquestioned 
assumption. The format was estab- 
lished in the early days of American 
television. It is structured around 
"commercial breaks" every few min- 
utes as required by "our sponsors" 
who pay for the programming. 
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§£Hna|M impossible for 

''^4ii$^ ^y ' at length; A ccordng to Jeff; 

Oreenfield, producer of ^htMe" u !tmake0 about a& much aen»e foruato ; : 
H amwwr# qumtiem a&. 


Through the principle of concision, it- 
is assured that only conventional 
ideas will pass through the 
media filter, because 

, i|i^| MJ||V 

ideas that everyone ^ij^ "*** 

knows by heart 
require no sup- ij|l Hi 
port. When you ^ 

say the Soviet 

Union invaded ;C^HV 1 / 

Afghanistan, no ^ 

one will challenge i 

you. But if you say 
that the US invad- ^Sr^\ 
ed Vietnam, you will be I A. I 

required to justify it. \w7 


Most Americans have never consid- 
ered the US action in Vietnam an 
invasion. Yet, according to 
Chomsky, it was an inva- 
sion in precisely the 
'X^4fe, same way that 
i JK the invasion of 
Afghanistan 
. was an invasion. 
J \ But this runs 

*\. counter to the 

jlHgMp premises that 
JEN Kg? dominate the 
^^Hp|F ' American news 
""'PIP* 1 media. It is not part of 
\ the American vocabulary. 


KEEPING IN LINE 


Within the media system, the herd instinct assures that the proper point of 
view is maintained. Reporters do not have to consciously distort the news. If 



they adopt the “correct” world view, they will 
write as they are supposed to write. 

Whoever writes for a newspaper must write 
in the editorial voice of that paper. Whatever 
deviates too far will be cut out. Whoever 
ignores the rules will not long be a part of 
the institution. And make no mistake- 
there are rules. And they’re more strictly 
enforced than most drug or traffic laws. 
The proof is in the publication. 


98 


DON'T TAKE CHOMSKY'S WORD FOR IT- 
CHECK IT OUT FOR YOURSELF 


A wonderful example of 
Chomsky’s unique combi- yi* 
nation of scientific objec- V 
tivity and common sense US j 
simplicity is the way he 
gauges \ 

the impor- 

t ance (to cggaggS S,/ / 

media) of ' ^ 
one story compared n 

to another. It’s so simple it’s jtp 
brilliant: He actually mea- H 
sures the amount of column H 
space devoted to coverage i|| 
of different subjects as 111 
compared to the amount of jg 
coverage given to other simi- 
lar subjects. 

You can apply that 
method in a variety of ways: 


Which story does this 
? j newspaper/magazine con- 
sider most important? 
(...and is there a pattern on 
J ■ w h i c h 

L kind of 

lJ \ stories 

I | they 

B L focus on and 

R j those they under- 

JUjjf play?) 

How does newspa- 
P er l/Al ” compare to news- 
jjltlp ly paper “D,” “C,” “D”...? 

(One way you learn 
which newspapers 
and periodicals to 
“trust” is to see if 
they spend the most column 
space on the subjects you con- 
sider most important.) 
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The technique works as well with TV news-you 
just measure minutes of broadcast time devoted to 
each subject. Try it; it's a real eye-opener to 
see what a TV network’s "values" really are? and to 
see Cfor example) the enormous difference in empha- 
sis between a TV network largely owned by a corpo- 
ration that manufactures weapons, compared to one 
that’s affiliated with a food -and -tobacco conglom- 
erate Cor to one whose CEO is famous for donating 
enormous sums of money to Israel). The "news" is 
very personal and can be "adjusted" to fit the needs 
of whoever owns it. 


Those who wish to remain employed, to 
maintain the prestige of working for an 
important paper, to keep their employment 
resumes blemish-free will tow the line. 


"Case by case, we find that conformity is the^ 
ea&y way, and the path to privilege and pres- 
tige; diseidence carries personal costs, ”[CR] l 




We began this section on Media with an awakening, 
a realization, a truth... 

The media’s function is NOT to inform the public, 
it is to SELL to the public. 

That truth led to a question... 

But what is 


it is trying to 
sell us? 

As we have 
seen, our media has done a fine job of 
selling us the notion that we the people 
run our own country, that we are, in some 
meaningful sense, a democracy. 

To that end, it has sold us a 
few perfectly ridiculous fantasies: 
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FANTASY 1: Our country is not owned, run, and 
controlled by a handful of rich people. 

FANTASY 2: Our media are not owned, run, and 
controlled by a handful of rich people. 

FANTASY 3 (the most dangerous of all) : 

Our opinions are freely formed, not coerced, conned, 
or manufactured in accordance with the designs of 
adwandful of rich people. 


But there is something we have left out. There is another thing that 
our media works hard to sell us: a fake history that leaves out the 
major players and bears little resemblance to reality. As usual, 
Chomsky doesn’t beat around the bush: 


r. 

L 


Why is it that the propaganda system 
is geared to suppressing any inquiry 
into... the role of corporations in 
foreign policy...?" 


"Why such efforts to 
conceal the real history 
with fables about the 
awesome nobility of our 
intentions, flawed only by 
blunders arising from our 
naivete and simpleminded 
goodness...?" 
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"I tlfinlr thure as a good 
reason why wp[prop»- 
gantla syttetn works 
that ^uay. It f«cogi^a«! 
that the p while will not 
support the actual 
policies. . ftj 


portuRTt to prevent 
any knowledge or j 
understanding of c 
tfiem.' tCK ] 9j 


What Is that history that is so ugly 
that it must be concealed by fables 7 


What are those policies that we would 
not support if we were aware of? 


What exactly are those policies 
that our government so carefully 

hides? 








or the sake of 
|_r clarity and conve- 
nience, this book divides 
Media and Politics into 
separate chapters — 
but the point of the 
book is that they are 
inseparable. 


Nothing better illustrates that 
point than the story of a 
little book called Counter- 
Revolutionary Violence. 

in 1973, Claude 
McCaleb, 
publisher of 
Warner 
Modular 
books, 
decided 
t h a 
Watergate was 
merely a symptom of 
America’s overall deterioration, 
so he planned to publish a 
series of books exploring his 
idea. One of the books in the 
series was an ornery little book 



called Counter-Revolutionary 

Violence — written by Noam 
Chomsky and Edward 6. 
Herman: “Their thesis was that 
the United States, in 
attempting 
to sup- 
;■■■■. p re s. s. ■ 
revolu- 
tionary 
move- 
ments in 
underdeveloped 
countries, had becobie 
the leading source of violence 
against native people.” (The 
Media Monopoly — -Sen H. 
Sagdikian) 
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When William Garnoff, the 
president nf aN Wamar books.,, 

Let L5 pa l sc meumcn- 
Larily for Station 
identification! 

Worrier Modular 
hooks (which was 
preparing to prb Isn 
the uitt.e frock} 
was a fi i ! braird is ry of 
Warner Publications 
(which 'rvas a .pub’ 
r id | a ry n f War nor 
CafflttiunJeatlona) 

(which tnvri ed 
fflertoriee in West 
Germany anti frrazll a -id had "bon 
sEdsrabls ir terests" In Locke, 
movies, broadcast Irg, video gamai, 
and, Richard Nixon). 


When William Sarnoff the 
president of &U Warner books, lesmed 
that b company under his spiritual 
guidons was prepar- 
ing to advertise, 
print* arl^ publish the 
Chom&ry-h orman 
book, he brutally 
chewed out Mr, 
MeCalib, ca reeled 
the ads, ordered the 

4 ! 

destruction &' the 
catalogues announo 
irg the book, hated 
The print! rg, and 
destroyed ary books 
t-h^TL had sesri prir'Jeb. 

Freedom of speech doosr\ 

have a chance against 'falitica, h^fda, 
& Mor.-'y. 




report of the 


feel- 







When Chomsky explains what the media leaves out, suddenly the 
news-of-the-day makes perfect sense. Sometimes the media 
leaves out specific things (we’ll get to those later), but even more 
insidious (because it affects the way we see everything), they leave 
out entire concepts, without which our world makes no sense. One 
of the concepts that has been pretended out of existence by our 
media is the reality that the 
Western “Democracies” 

(America included) are still 
divided into the Royalty and 
the Peasants, the Rulers 
and the Ruled... 

In place of that reality, 
they feed us ... 
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There is a body of folklore that reaches all the way 
back through our history, about America being a 
country where people are not separated into social 
and economic classes, a place where everyone is 
truly free and equal. (If you believe that, there’s a big 
white house in Washington, PC we’d like to sell you.) 
Once we had kings; before that we may have had 
packleaders. The layers of social classes included 
peasants, merchants, landed gentry, nobles, aristoc- 
racy and royalty. Today we' 
have presidents, prime ministers, dictators, 
managers, officers, owners. Only the names have 
changed. No matter what you call it, the world 
is still divided into Us and Them. 

What should we call today's rulers? Think 
about that for a moment while we give America 
credit for the good place that it thought about 
becoming... 
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In the U.5. since the '60s, the trend has been a shrinking middle class, 
wealth concentrated into fewer and fewer hands, and a general decrease in 
economic prosperity and quality of life for the vast majority. Those who 
drop from the middle class are forced to tighten their belts drastically, 
but for the growing underclass of people who are no longer participants in 
the economic system, it means a brutal struggle for day-to-day survival. 


It is no longer possible to pretend we are a 
classless society. 

Holding on to such symbols is choosing to be blind. 
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So what do we call today's rulers? They may 
not be genealogical heirs to yesterday's aris- 
tocracy (though in many cases they are), but 
they are certainly the historical heirs of the 
aristocracies. And they intend to rule. 

To many, the phrase 
“ruling class" would 
.sound too much like 
Marxism or, God forbid, communism. Whatever 
you call them, today's rulers get very nervous 
when you shine a flashlight on them. They know 
the power of the media. Some people prefer to 
think there are no rulers and to put the question 
out of their minds. But if it has crossed your 
mind that perhaps all Americans are not equal - 
- not before the law and certainly not in terms of 
the benefits we receive from the government - then you have already 
recognized that there are ranks in society. 








Who Are These Rulers? 



They are investment bankers, boards of directors, govern- 
ment officeholders. The center of world power is in 
America, but it is not by any means exclusively American. 

It is an international elite. It is the aristocracy of the 
modern world. The insiders operate mostly in secret while 
orchestrating distracting movements on the stage of 
politics. They are extremely powerful and extremely skilled 

at what they do. 


But they are not all-powerful. 

They are only human. 

In the dictatorships of the third world, the rulers can do practically what- 
ever they please. But inside the U.5. there is still a large measure of per- 
sonal freedom. The 
rulers are a tiny minor- 
ity. What they fear 
most is that the 
sleeping giant, the 
public — the people — 
will wake up and take 
control of what Orwell 
called "the space 
between the ears" and actually use the power it doesn’t know it has. 
That's why the rulers put so much effort and money into propaqar]da. 

They know if the public ever gets hip to their game, 

they are finished. 
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As large and C 
overwhelming ai 
as the system V 
of control is, it A 
is created by h 
human beings 
and is not omnipo- 
tent. It grows 
naturally from the 


Vh 

AW 


logic of history, from 
the time when aristoc- 
racies dominated, and 
from the state/busi- 
ness partnerships of 
colonialism. 


And from 
greed. 



partfcov* 0 ; 

outa«e ,,e ®f 
..xm ^ 




« The Free Market 

-ee Market System" Is treated as 
e. All economic problems are said 
the functioning of the "free mar- 
through natural competition, will 
cause the best products and 
the best prices to prevail for the 
betterment of all. The free mar- 
ket always makes the best 
choices and will fashion the most 
But a closer look at how the eco- 
nomic system functions, who pays the taxes and how tax money is 
spent, who gets subsidized and who doesn't, reveals that the free market 
system is only a theory — it does not exist in reality. 
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in it-0 place, a complex system of tax laws, gnvflmmtfnT. manipulation of 



public monfly r ragulatlnns, fir. A various other magic thicks Ensure that cer- 
tain businesses will thrive rega id- 
lest of ivh ether the? fr-sr market 
will support them or <iot. 


in other words/ the 
free market system , is a 
hoax* 


The IF.S. economy, to prut 
it bluntly, is rigged* 



JTie Idea o P fch « fr|jj| market ie fine for cco 
nomiuG textbooks and for hyping the masses, but 
real planners hawe not taken ft seriously for a 
long time, That's wliy the government subsK ^ 
dizes certain induet rtesj. But it is not. done 
openly. The subsidies, often __^ 
missive, aro disguised in \ 

various ways, mostly TjFjP 
through "defense" pro- 
grams, which take haEf of ( nnKu jRf?J A 
ovary tax dollar; also | ' Kgi 3 T [ S 

through subtleties in ths F Pyw\ 

tax strut tune that channel \ 1 I y \' r ‘^ 

the tax;morioy where the l I / \ 

masters want it to go- W \-^JY^4^sf \ 


IT. 






Welfare for the Rich — How It Works 


During h|f> first; ynsr In office, Clinton r ? poke to imrk- 
fre &t the Boeing Company, tolling the "cheering 
throng" that toeing 'is a rrude' for oom parlies across 
America" ana the prime example of the "new vision of 
American rtflatiune with Asia "where '“China atone new 
buys onfl of every six of [Boeing's] planes." At the 
same time ClEntton announced a -decision to sell 
Cray supercomputers to China In violation of 
congressional lagle atlon. [NCZM] 


The examples Clinton used to cele- 
brate the success of the free market 
system are laughable. The aircraft 
end computer Industries were 
founded (and still rely) on huge tax- 
payer subsidies — Welfare for the 
Rich. Boeing end Cray supercomput- 
er* would be lucky to survive if it 
weren't for enormous government 
subsidies. Agriculture is also protect- 
ed and subsidized, High technology 
industries have been funded through 
the Pentagon's generous Welfare 
System since the late 1 540s. 



Sines World War Two, there has been a program 
of suburban izing Amertofl that, sflys Chomsky, 


*^Undcr the cover of defense, established the 
modern motor and atr ErartfiparG industries 
as core element* of the economy, with a 
OOSt to the public that goes far beyond the 
ten* of biff Son* of taxpayer dollar* used in 
this massive government eoclal engineering 
project... S [NCZM] 

v_ 


The Federal Highway Acts of 1944, 
1956, and 1966, funneled billions of 
taxpayer dollars into a national 
highway system that was the brain- 
child of Alfred Sloan, chairman of 
GM. It made the American economy 
dependent on gasoline-powered 
transportation and gave the oil 
industry a virtual energy monopoly. 
This dependency would lead eventu- 
ally to events like the Gulf War, in 
which hundreds of thousands of 
Iraqis were killed to ensure U.S. 
control of Middle Eastern oil. 



The suburbanization of America buses. In 1949, GM and its 

was not the result of free mar- partners were convicted in 

ket forces producing the- most Federal District Court in 


competitive 
products. It 
was engineered 
by the corpora- 
tions that run 
our country. 
For example, 
between 1936 
and 1949, 
National City 



Chicago of 
criminal 
conspira- 
cy for this 
p roject 
and fined 
$5,000 — 
not even a 
slap on 
the hub- 


Lines, a holding company spon- 
sored and funded by General 
Motors, Firestone Rubber 
Company and Standard Oil of 
California, bought out more than 
100 electric surface transit 
systems in 45 cities including 
New York, FTiiladelphia, and Los 
Angeles and dismantled them: 
They were replaced with GM 


cap for General Motors! — but 
the effect was irreversible. The 
GM buses stayed and the 
electric street cars were histo- 
ry. (To get the full measure of 
the brutal irony of that slippery 
maneuver, virtually every GM 
auto show of the last 20 has 
featured electric cars — "the 
wave of the future.") 






Arms sales to oil producing countries are a device used to sustain 
Boeing, a publicly-subsidized privateiy-run corporation that Clinton called 
the "model of the free market vision." 



"Publicly subsidised. ” "government subsidy” ...? 
What exactly do those terms mean? 

It's simple, really. 


The word "subsidy,” 

tacked on to the name of a large corporation, 

is a euphemism 
for Welfare for the Rich . 


These “government subsidies” maintain the system by which profits from 
oil production go to the U.S. and Britain, not to the people of the oil-pro- 
ducing region. Referring to the April 1977 -efforts to sell Iran advanced 
armaments, The New York Times said that "one of the principal reasons 
behind the Pentagon pressure for the offer to Iran was to keep the Boeing 
production line open." 
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When Secretary of State James 
Baker and President George Bush 
intervened in a secret meeting in 
October 1989 to ensure Saddam 
Hussein another $1 billion in loan 
guarantees (though the Treasury 
and Commerce departments had 
said that Iraq was not creditwor- 
thy), it was for the same purpose. 
Gassing of Kurds and torture of 
dissidents were non-issues. The 
State Department insisted that 
the additional billion for Saddam 
was justified because Iraq was 
"very important to U.S. interests 
in the Middle East," was "influen- 
tial in the peace process," and "a 
key to maintaining stability in the 
region, offering great trade 
opportunities for U.S. companies." 


r. 




Yn I t *\/£> 


dollars... now go play. 



“Apart from maintain 
ing a particular form 
of ''stability 1 in the 
interests of the 
world rulers, the 
Pent agon must ' Pi 
continue to A 

provide lavishiy 
for Newt 

Gingrich and 
his rich con- 
stituents by 
means of a tax- 
payer subsidy to 
advanced industry, ^ 
Nothing has 

changed in this regard 
since the early post-war 



period, when the busi- 
ness world recognized 
that the aircraft 
A industry, estab- 
lished by public 
funds and 
wartime profi- 
teering, ' cannot 
satisfactorily 
exist in a pure, 
uncompetitive, 
unsubsidized, 
"free enterprise" 
economy' 
[ Fortune ] and that 
the government is 
their only possible sav- 
ior' [Business Week]. 2 
2 [NCZM] 



QJolksD© 



Newt Gingrich's "Contract with America" is a 
program designed to take advantage of the 
double-standard of the "free market": public 
subsidy for the rich — free market discipline 
for the poor. Uncle Newt’s agenda seeks 
cuts in social spending, including educa- 
tion, low income housing, rent subsidies 
(what they sneeringly call “entitlements”), 
denying aid to children of "minor mothers" 
and those on welfare — while increasing 
Welfare for the Rich. 


"The principles are clear and explicit. Free markets are fine 
for the third world and its growing counterpart at home. 

Mothers with dependent children can he 
sternly lectured on -the need for self- 
reliance, hut not dependent executives 
and investors, please. For theSL the 
welfare state must 
flourish ." 5 [my emphasis] 



Welfare for the Rich comes in an end- 
less variety of forms, including “enti- 
tlements” like capital gains cuts, 
investment subsidies, increased tax 
exemptions for estates, reduced health and 
safety regulations, 
larger allow- 
ances for depreci- 


ation and, of course, the Mother of All 
Entitlements, “increased military 
expenditures” — already the largest 
item on the budget by far. 



3 “The Clinton Vision: An Update,” Z magazine, 1994 
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"National Defense" says Chomsky, "is a sick 
joke. The U.S. faces no threats, and already 
spends more on 'defense* than the entire 
world combined ." 4 



"The United States developed its own economy 
behind very high protectionist walls with enor- 
mous state intervention and it maintains it 
that way. The Pentagon system, for example, is 
itself a huge government program arranged for 
a taxpayer subsidy to advanced industry. I can't 
imagine anything more radically opposed to the 
free market.” [I NT] 



If the U.S. faces no threats 
yet spends more on "defense" than 
the entire vorld combined 
what, you may wonder, 

does the Pentagon spend all 
that friggin’ money on? 


’"Rollback Part 1” a report on the ‘94 elections,” by N.C. in Z magazine, Jan. 1995 
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Neo -colonialism... 

Friendly Dictators. 

Client States... 

Infgrther vmords ... 



arad] [fl©C27 

The structure of power that oper- country into submission, colonial- 
ates in the world today is a ism, and slavery, 
direct descen- 
dant of histori- /" /'// ta/ce “Historical "\ Economist Adam 

ThI CD ‘r!^ Colonialism ” for Smlth ’ ^ P atTO " 

The systems hnndr*>A 5aint of tlie free 

that control n<s \ one hundred, Alex... / 


dant of histori- f /7/ ^ 
cal colonialism. * 

The systems 

that control us 

today are merely V \ 

refined versions of the M 

control systems that ' 

forced colonial natives 

into submission 500 1 

years ago. Or, to be I 

more precise — since 

the ruling elite never do 

their own dirty work — 

the systems that con- ■■©i 

trol us today, are the JjFggj 

systems that manipu- 

lated, conned, or 

coerced the powerless 

citizens of one country to force 

the powerless citizens of another 




Economist Adam 
Smith, the patron 
saint of the free 

/ market ideology, 

wrote in 1776 that 
'the discovery of America 
and that of the passage 
to the East Indies by the 
Cape of Good Hope are 
the two greatest and 
most important events in 
the history of mankind..." 


H Smith honestly believed 
that the "new set of 
exchanges” — of ideas, of 
culture, of trade, of 
human energy and ingenu- 
ity — would benefit both the Old 
World and the New. 


It didn’t take hjm long to realize that he was very wron^: 



I was very wrong ... 




"The savage injustice of the Europeans rendered an event, vMch 
ajght to have been beneficial to all, ruinous and destructive to 
several erf those unfortunate countries. lb the natives . . . both of 
the East and Vfest Indies, all the camercial benefits which can 
have resulted fran those events have been sunk and lost in the 
<3readful nrfsfortunes which they have occasioned," 



What wae it that gave the Europeans the 

better end of the deal? "Superiority of 
force, said Smith, with which '* they were 
able to commit with impunity every sort 
of injustice in those remote countries." 

Who was calling whom 
"savages"? 

I3ut those were the 
bad old days. 

In those days, even the 
good guys were rotten. 

People weren’t civilized 
like we are now, right? 
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in 1979, Chomsky and Edward Herman wrote a book 
called The Washington Connection and Third World 
Fascism, which describes the military take-overs of 
1 6 Latin American countries between 1960 and 
1976. The book presents enough evidence to con- 
vince anyone with the guts to read it that the U.5. 
government was a major player in every one of those 
military take-overs. 



. 1 II in; * ,J- 

■ ■■ ■' v ■ 1 ■ 



U.S. "foreign policy"--which is ImpossiUe to , 
' you believe the media baloney 

■ ■■■■■■■■ 

tiiM/ nothing tq jto 

yjfbHMviow. ' ' 

Indonesia 

"fad. 

In the. interest of 
"client states." 






: ;m: |S fjff Ijalli t|a|iP illjRff | 

-:■■■■ ■ ■■ ■'-■ 


Chomsky and Herman define "client states:" 

“The basic fact is that the United States 
has organized under its sponsorship and protec - 
tion a neo-colonial system of client states ruled 
mainly ty terror, and serving the interests of a 
small local and foreign business and military elite. 
The fundamental belief, or ideological pretense, is 
that the United States is dedicated to furthering 
the cause of democracy and human rights 
throughout the world, though it may occasionally 
err in the pursuit of this obJective.“[WC] 
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“inks liEZUl [Bscs' \XfeclM] ©tfcjjec^ 

Ctoctf Dfi SGapfisdl 

The present world system crystallized after World War II when the United 
States found ’itself in a position of unprecedented power. The U.S. had 

escaped the widespread devastation of the 
war that had destroyed much of Europe, and 
the stimulus of the war had tripled 
American production. The U.S., naturally, 
left no. scheme untried in its attempt to 
capitalize on its newfound power. 


In 194S George K eman, a State 
department planner, wrote Policy 
. Planning Study 23, explaining 
the rationale behind the system 
of military “client states” that 
T the U.S. has maintained since 
" World War II. 


The document said "we have 
about SO percent of the 
world's vealth, but only about k percent of its population ... In 
this situation we cannot fail to be the object of envy and resent- 
ment. On: real task in the coning period is to devise a pattern of 

relationships that will 

permit us to maintain this 
disparity ... lb do so we 
will have to dispense 
with sentimentality and 
daydreaming j and our 

attention will have to be 
concentrated everywhere 
on our immediate national 
objectives. . . Vfe should 
cease to talk about vague 
and . . . unreal objectives 
such as human rights, the 


standards and democratx 
zaticn." 



be the envy of the free world 
wearma this... 




r At 

mwr 





In a 1950 brief! ng of U.S. 
ambassadors to 
Latin American 
countries, Kerman 
warned the 
diplomats that 
they must 
guard against 
the spreading 
of the danger- 
ous idea "that 
governments are 
responsible for the 
well being of their 
people." In order to com 
bat this idea, Kennan said, 

"we should not hesitate before 


police repression by the 
local government... It 
is better to have a 
strong regime in 
power than a lib- 
eral one if it is 
indulgent and 
relaxed and 
penetrated by" 
communists." 

'' Anyone who 

had the danger- 
ous idea that 
governments were 
responsible for their 
people was considered a 
communist by U.5. top guns. 



It was simple, really: America had only 6 percent of the world's popula- 
tion— but 50 percent of the world's wealth. If it wanted to keep it's 
advantage — or better yet increase it!— America had to force the rest of 
the world to accept its dominance. Of course, keeping the edge in wealth 
would be increasingly difficult as countries rebuilt after the war and 

undeveloped countries began to industrialize. 
Clearly, the only way it could be 
"maintained" was the same way that 
colonialism was "established" in the 
first place... 



(Is the news beginning to make a bit 
more sense now?) 



122 


tfocto© 

Brute force comes in many versions, 
one of the ugliest of which is torture. 
For the past 300 years (if you don’t 
count blacks or women), torture had 
pretty much gone out of fashion in 
the West. Fashions change: A 1975 
Amnesty International "Report on 
Torture" listed 26 countries that 
used torture "on an adminis- 


trative basis" or as "an 
essential mode of 


governance. 


Maybe it W 

was just a V 

coincidence, \ j 

but except for ^ 
their penchant * 
for torture, the 
only thing that all 26 
countries had in 
common was U.S. 

military aid, police 
training, and/or mil- 
itary personnel. 
Torture was 



J 


Q 


(and is) not only tolerated by 
American “interests,” the U.S. govern- 
ment trains and equips people to do it. 

It trains them very well... 


After the U.S.-assisted mili- 
tary coup in Chile in 1973, Amnesty 
International went in to survey the 
damage. Amnesty’s Report 
wQl stated that "Many people 
were tortured to death by 
means of endless whipping 
1^11^ as well as beating with 

ft Wm \ butts. Prisoners were 
■ beaten on all parts of 
WM 19 the body, including the 
^ Bm Head and the sexual 
organs. The bodies 
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What exactly are these "American interests" 
we keep hearing about? 

It's simple: American interests are not my 
interests or your interests. American interests 
are American corporations that "own" the 
resources of other people's countries. 


... if you ask, “How can you own the resources of another people’s 
country? What gives you that right?” 

... and if you realize that there can be only one answer: “Brute 

force.” 

... suddenly the news begins to make a little more sense. 



American “corporate interests,” 
backed by American military power, 
serving the interests of hmerlcan 
investors, who “own” another coun- 
try's resources...? To the natives of 
those countries, many with indige- 
nous ancestors going back thou- 
sands of years, ownership of their 
land and resources by foreigners 


has questionable legitimacy (to 
say the least). When foreign owner- 
ship results in near slave-labor, 
oppressive working conditions, and 
the most wretched poverty, it can- 
not endure peacefully. Resistance 
is inevitable ... and expected ... and 
countered with the most brutal 
and repressive measures. 
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When native 
people decide 
that the profits 
from their 

countries' 
sources 




m 






but regardless of 
what the 
people 
believe 
or how 
righteous 
their 
claims 


should be directed 
toward 
their own 
countries 
and not 

toward 

the 

colonial 
masters. 




the U.S. calls them 
"communists" or 
"ultranationalists" 
or "extremists" 


JPL 


E>:! 


they may try to 
institute reforms. 
They may call them 
"land reforms" or 
"nationalization - 
of indus- 
tries," 


h 


— bad names for bad 
people. Bad people 
deserve bad things. 




V 


Therefore, under that wonderfully convenient 
value system, the United States is justified in 
using the most extreme violence ... to "restore 
democracy".., 

... because "Communism" is the great evil 
of the world. Communism, we are told, is the 
opposite of democracy, the opposite of freedom. 

But whose freedom? 

The freedom of the majority of the 
country itself? 

Or the freedom of a few American 
investors? ~~ — — 


■^SiS ’ ;■ ; ;■. •■ ••• 


Do they have consciences? 

Do they ever ask themselves ... 
Why do so many people have to die 
to protect "our way of life"? 


This aspect of American foreign policy — our widespread slaughter of and 
indifference to indigenous peoples — is not the sort of thing the media is 



excuse enough to ignore It? 
sense, obliged to witness It, 
to act' on It? 


if* 

WX 


"These are not just academic exercises. 
We're not talking about the media on Mars or in 
the 13th Century. There are real human beings 
who are suffering and being tortured and starv- 
ing because of policies we are involved in 
because we as citizens of a democratic society 
are involved in and directly responsible for the 
actions of our government. What the media are 
doing is ensuring that wp don't act on our 
responsibilities." [MCF] 
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If you’re offended, well... 
Nobody ever said that 
Chomsky was comforting. 

Chomsky tells the truth. 

©cc® ©p Ute® UCcBccgjs 
©©ra'ftTfellDYfeco 



Chomsky's version of history is different from the official history that 
appears in school textbooks or in The New York Times. The facts are the 
same in their broad strokes. But the interpretation of 



those facts is fundamentally different and there are 
many other facts that you would never read in 
The Times. 


For example: what does New York Times 
reporter Leslie Gelb mean when she speaks of 

President Johnson's "swift, decisive and sue- 

C '■ 

cessful takeover 
and re-democra- 
tization of the 
Dominican 
Republic in 1965"? 


In school you may have 
been taught that you were 
supposed to know your lessons already so you'd 
better not ask questions and reveal your igno- 
rance. 

3ut would it be too much to ask 
for something a little more specific 
about, what "re-democratization" 
means? 

Especially following the word 
"takeover." 
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^ ex^dtly went on there? In 

ChdmsJ^s itoiingr the Tide, he ogives a 
i^l§ps &£ appeared ini the 

facts can be verified 
If^^^'jdUrare willing to go beyond the news that: 
in yo^ day. infora^im is 

available in Mrcy bdidte atid saagfaslnes besides the mass? 

-'i ^Kie&V. ; FaiCts''’ also- nainstream channels, 

biit you lkasiiak'- _;ai ' and- - tten put all the 

insiders will Host 

poiivtoiit • ■• ; ^ h ^: 



During the Kennedy administration, the Dominican Republic was 
owned by its president, Trujillo, and a handful of companies. Trujillo's 

share was an esti- 
per- 
the coun- 
economy, a 
larger share than 
were 
of 
sent 

some bad people to 
murder Crude 
dude he was, 
he was an embar- 
rassment to the 
lofty rhetoric of the Kennedy administration...so Kennedy sent the 
CIA to murder him. It took awhile, and nobody's sure who pulled it 
off, but somebody managed to kill the greedy man. 
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In 1962, in 
the country's 
first free 
elections, 

Juan Bose h 
was elected 
president. 

Bosch intro- 
duced a 
democratic 
constitution 
and legal system, attacked cor- 
ruption, defended civii liberties, 
urged police restraint, slashed 
the salaries of high officials and 
refused the customary perks of 
office. Bosch's reforms went a 
long way toward helping, his 
people. 




Unfortunately, 
that angered U.S. 
“interests.” After 
Bosch had been in 
office for seven 
months, the mili- 
tary overthrew 
him. The U.5. 
decided (as the 
A m e r i c a n 
Ambassador put 
it) to "let him go." After going 
through the motions of objecting to 
the overthrow of a democratically 
elected government, the U.5. gave full 
support to the military regime. 
American interests, which had been 
temporarily threatened by democra- 
cy, were once again in safe hands. 


G2dktog) ‘u’Cd© Cfeofld] Safe P®[? E)©DuD©e[fac^' 


^Corruption 
returned, the 
e c o n o m y 
declined, and 
before you 
c o u I d say 
“American 
interests” the 
country was as 
impoverished 
and corrupt as it had been before 
Bosch’s reforms. However, nobody 
had anticipated the fact that the 
people of the Dominican Republic, 
having had a taste of democracy. 





weren't going 
to let it go 
that easily. 
The people 
stood up for 
their rights, 
overthrew the 
brutal mili- 
tary reg i m e 
and moved 
toward restoring Bosch to 
power — and democracy to their 
country, it was almost a 
wonderful story. Almost. 





The 
U.S. sent 
23,000 
American 
soldiers to 
help the 
c o r r u p t 
m i I i ta ry 
regime 
beat down 
the people of the Dominican 
Republic. Once again, the demo- 
cratically elected government 


ax JT 


of the 
Dominican 
Republic 
was over- 
t hrowH, 
the threat 
to U.S. 
business 
interests 
was re- 
moved, and the world was once 
again safe for greed. 



The result, says Chomsky, was "the usual one: 
death squads, torture, repression, an increase in 
poverty and malnutrition for the mass of the pop- 
ulation, slave labor conditions, vast emigration, 
and outstanding opportunities for U.S. investors, 
whose control over the economy reached new 
heights. 'fTT] 

And newspapers throughout the country lauded 
President Johnson for sending 23,000 troops "to seek peace." 

That (in case you were wondering) was not an isolated incident. 

It is typical of IKS. policy throughout the third world... 




Jacobo Arbenz was elected president of Guatemala in 1951. His land 
reforms increased productivity, provided food and cash to the peasants, 
and involved them in the political system for the first time in 400 years' 
Unfortunately, Arbenz was too honorable to suit his American counter- 
parts. 
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He tried to expropri- | ^BE 

ate unused lands 

held by the United 

Fruit Company so 

that he could give the (6 

land to landless peas- 

ants. Arbenz, who was I 

trying hard not . . 

to screw anybody, 

offered payment to piKrLiHWi! 

United Fruit based i : 

on its fraudulent 
tax valuation. 

Eisenhower's Under- Secretary of 


State, who was too 
“smart” to be fooled, 
said that Guatemala 
was playing "the commu- 
j^0 Pi nist game" by allowing civil 
rights to communists. 
Under the pretext of 
stopping a commu- 
nist takeover, the 
good old CIA over- 
threw the democra- 

govemment of Guatemala 
and restored military rule. 


"Land reform was repealed, its beneficiaries 
dispossessed, peasant cooperatives were dis- 
solved, the literacy program was halted, the econ- 
omy collapsed, the labor unions were destroyed 
and the killings began." [TTj 


The killings, encouraged, sponsored, and paid for by the U.S., 
continued for years. The Guatemalan Conference of Bishops said 
that "never in our history have such extremes been reached, with 
the assassinations now falling into the category of genocide." 



A French priest and trainer of nurses in the north of Nicaragua testified 
to the World Court.about a handicapped person murdered "for the fun of 
_ M f- _ it," of women raped, of a body found with the 

g eyes gouged out, and a girl of 15 who had been 

forced into prostitution at a Contra camp in 
Honduras. He testified that the Contras ore-- 
ated an atmosphere of terror through kid- 
/ napping, rape, murder and torture. 
/©^======3P r The boston Globe did a 1 0O-word story 

JJ \ — . on this testimony. 

^ ^ \ The New York Times didn't report it. 
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"What the U.S.-run Contra the skin of their faces peeled 

forces did in Nicaragua or hack so they will bleed to 

what our terrorist proxies Mr' ^ fc death, chopping people's 
do in El Salvador or heads off and putting 

Guatemala isn't only IKWVS them on stakes. The 
ordinary killing. A major point is to crush inde- 
element is brutal, sadie- pendent nationalism 

tic torture — beating and popular forces that 

Infants against rocks, 9 ^ might bring about mean- 

hanging women by their feet IS J, ingful democracy." [WU.S.] 
with their breasts cut off and \x 





"Noriega's career fits a standard pattern. 
Typically, the thugs and gangsters whom 
the U.S. backs reach a point in their careers 
when they become too independent and too 
grasping, outliving their usefulness. Instead 
of just robbing the poor and safeguarding 
the business climate, they begin to inter- 
fere with Washington's natural allies, the 
local business elite and oligarchy, or even 
U.S. interests directly. At that point, 
Washington begins to vacillate; we hear of 
human rights violations that were cheerfully ignored in the past, and some- 
times the U.S. government acts to remove them, even to attempt to 
assassinate them, as in the case of Trujillo. By s 


1936-7, the only question was when and how 
Noriega should be nemoved..."[DD] 

(s&®meEg7 ®ra "lPCd® tSMflks 

BsSfi Q[fi)<£ “ I [fe[?P©[?figDuD“’ 

Under the “New World Order” (which is exactly the 
same as the “Old World Order”) It is necessary to 
ensure that the wealth of the oil reserves goes to the 
West, not to the Middle Eastern countries that pro- 
duce the oil — and certainly not to the people who live 
in those countries. 


We will, 
we will, 
ROCK YOU ! 
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This “arrangement” — like 

every situation in which 

“outside interests” manage I lj | 1 

to make enormous profits / J V* V | Old \ 

off of the resources of the / World 11 1 World \ 

indigenous people while / Order F j CmQY j 1 Order \ 

the people themselves / jj [ j \ \ 

live in dire poverty — is -tw — nr” 1 vxll* J ^ ==s ^=pi=^=i 

virtually guaranteed to lj ll\ f /tTTx III li 

create perpetual unrest. fi\§\ ^ fni\\ 

Since the Russian Revolution of 1917, the standard justification for virtu- 
ally all U.S. policies was the threat of communist expansion. Having lost 
that scapegoat now the government is trying to come up with a new sce- 
nario. Says Chomsky, In reality, the ' threat to our interests 1 in the 
Middle East as elsewhere, had always been indigenous nationalism, a 
fact stressed in internal documents and sometimes publicly." 


mm 


The Arab-lsraeli conflict adds: its 


own special problems, Israel, for 


its part, instigates and pro- 


motes conflict 


between the U.S 


ana Iran, the ULS 


and Iraq, the 


and 


Syria — the U.S. 


and virtually 


every Arab, 


Muslim 


Middle Eastern 


country. Chomsky 
"The propaganda campaign 
about 'Islamic fundamentalism* 
has its farcical 


Islamic fundamentalism is only a problem when it gets "out of control," 
and becomes radical nationalism,” or “ultra nationalism.” 
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Terrorism. The definition used by 
American authorities and adopted 
obediently by the media boils down 
to: It’s "terrorism" when they do it, 
: Torture, 

: _ With 

' into 

. ; v 

These 


people 
Ifeout. 


The fact that we don't want to know 
about them makes them easy to hide. 







£\ tecflgjft] (^©gfe raoco 

If atrocities, brutal 
murders, and other crimes 
against humanity were 
being committed or 
sponsored by agencies 
of your government 

... would you 
want to know? 
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,h To ask serious questions about the nature and 
behavior of one's own society is often difficult and 
unpleasant; difficult because the answers are 
generally concealed* arid unpleasant because the 
answers are often not only ugly .** but also 
painful. To understand the truth about these 
matters is to be led to action that may not be 
easy to undertake and that may even carry a 
significant personal [cost* In . ■■■ ; .'.■■■■ ■; _ 
easy way Is to succumb to l&edemand&of ^^^^^^r 
the powerful , to amid searching 
and to accept the doctrine that is ham 
mered hdmelncessain^^^^ npp^pda 
system. This is, no 'dOul^ : 0&:ihaifr 
for the easy 

gie &, for the general tendem 
silent or - : taa 
close iacif 

wrthnegandtoi^b^ 
ior of one's owh^statei'^ 
and its allies ... while 
lining up to condemn > 
the real or alleged 
crimes of Its enet 


/ 
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Not long before he was murdered, Martin, Luther Ring, Jr. 
made a statement that struck many people as shocking: 

"The greatest purveyor of violence 
is our own country." 

Dr. Ring said it; Chomsky proves.it. In book after 
book, Chomsky carefully documents dozens, if not hundreds, of examples of 
unbelievable atrocities directly attributable to the U.S. — and paid for by 
your tax money. 


ft.' 
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SlfC 

ceeded in destroy 
mg the once-power 
ful U.S, economy. 






and almost no middle class. 
The promise of postwar 
America was that the free 
market system would gener- 
ate so much prosperity that 
it would pull the lower eco- 
nomic classes up with it, or 
that the wealth of the rich 
would "trickle down." But this 
is not what happened, 
instead the U.S3. economic 
class structure is looking 
more ar\d more like that of 
the third world. 


Postwar America was the model 
for economic growth in an indus- 
trial society that was envied and 
emulated the world over. The 
American middle class grew 
throughout the '50s and into 
the '60s and this looked like the 
model for how capitalism could 
iwork, lifting the majority up with 
the prosperity it generated. At 
the same time just south of the 
Pio Grande, Mexico was the 
model of a third world nation. It 
had a small wealthy class, a huge 
class that lived in dire poverty 





(Chomsky elaborates on this important subject in the interview 
immediately following this chapter.) 
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[Chomsky Interview, Spin, Aug. '93] 



What can one person do? 

In answer to that question, one statement of Noam Chomsky's cuts 
through a world of complexities and helps counteract the feeling of pow- 
erlessness that falls upon people trying to do the right thing in a com- 
plex and dangerous world: 


"YOU ARE RESPONSIBLE 
FOR THE PREDICTABLE CONSEQUENCES 
OF YOUR ACTIONS." 


if you do not fight 
back, the “predictable 
consequences of your 
actions” are more of 
the same: The rich 
get richer, the poor 
get poorer and more 
numerous. The rich 
and powerful, as if they 
were acting on orders from God, kill 
democracy and people in third world 
countries and install dicta- 
tors with whom 
American Interests 
can Do Business, using 
weapons and armies 
paid for by you to rob, 
torture, and kill inno- 
.cent people ... and they 
will use the media to 





blame the victims, therefore, we 
blame the victims, even when the 
victims are our own ancestors or 
the extended families of our lovers 
and friends. 


10 
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Intellectual Self Defense 

The most important thing is to train 
your mind so that you will not be duped. 
Practice thinking critically and asking 
questions. Passive acceptance is a 
dangerous habit. 

Question 
Everything ... 


Every day offers opportunities to exercise your critical faculties and 
pay attention to what is really being said and what is really happening. 
You are constantly confronted with media images. If you pay attention 



Ultimately your survival may depend 
on how well you read what it is you 
are seeing. Human beings are 
ondowe# (With awesome capacities 
for perceiving and understanding 
their environment and those capac- 
r ities are never more powerful than 
|a^|^ are «igaged in survival. 
When you realize that your survival 
may be at stake, your energies focus. 







The soundbite thought pattern constantly bombarding you 
reinforces fragmented thinking and disrupts attempts to pursue a 
train of thought to any sort of conclusion, or explore anything 
beyond its surface. But it does not prevent you from thinking about 
things in depth yourself, if you want to. You cannot assume that 
you are being told the truth or that those in charge have your best 
interests at heart. Such an assumption in today's world is 
extremely naive. 

If you listen carefully and exercise your critical faculties, you can 
greatly enhance your chances of survival. Or you can choose to 
just play the game so that you stay in good with the power bro- 
kers. But who knows when it's your turn to become part of the 
forgotten and abandoned ones? 
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with 

Noam Chomsky 


September 14, 1993 

[Cogswell] Q: What would your thoughts be about how to make your 
ideas accessible to a broad cross section of the public? 

[Chomsky] A: There's a close interaction — there always has been -- 
between what is roughly called education or discussion or discourse on the 
one hand, and organization on the other. They stimulate each other. 

The main problem of reaching people is that almost by definition, people 
who are critical of established institutions and what they do will not have 
resources and will not have access through the established institutions 
except very marginally. They [the institutions] are not suicidal after all. 
Since that's the case, you have to establish alternative institutions, and 
that means organizations. Take, say, that film. [Manufacturing Consent: 
Noam Chomsky and the Media by Mark Achbar and Peter Wintonick], I did- 
n't see it, but I presume it was filming talks, and those talks were possible 
because there are popular organizations. There's a whole complex prolifer- 
ation of groups around the country and around the world in fact working 
on all sorts of topics and bringing people together on them, and they both 
have a need for speakers and they provide an opportunity for them. And 
then these occasions, if properly done, stimulate more interest and broad- 
er audiences. Small newspapers grow up. Community-supported radio 
develops. Out of the activities and the organization come opportunitiesfor 
interaction among people, including talks and writing and so on, and that 
stimulates more of it. That's the way every movement in history ever devel- 
oped, whether it was the background for the American Revolution, aboli- 
tionism, the Civil Rights movement, you pick it, that's the way it developed. 


142 


Q: Did you say you haven't 
seen the movie. Manufacturing 
Consent? 

A: No actually. I've looked at the 
transcript, but I haven't seen the 
film. 

Q: Unfortunately it doesn't make 
it into the tenplexes. 

A: Well, outside of the United 
States it's being shown quite a 
lot I do a lot of traveling, I hap- 
pened last year to do quite a bit 
of foreign traveling — and in many 
countries I went to, people told 
me they'd seen it on national 
television. 

The point is if people are 
reached individually and in an 
isolated fashion, it really does- 
n't amount to a lot. There are. a 
lot of interesting things about 
American society, even unusual 
things. On the one hand it's a 
very free society, so there's very 
little government control, in 
fact by comparative standards 
remarkably little: On the other 
hand it's a very isolated soci- 
ety. People are really alone to an 
unusual extent. That's a tech- 
nique of control. I mean if you’re 
sitting alone in front of the 
tube, it doesn't matter a whole 
lot what you think. 


& You have said that there has 
been a great deal of progress 
since the 1960s in the knowledge 
that people have about the 
nature of our governing institu- 
tions and the darker elements of 
our history, for example: the 
mass slaughter of the Native 
Americans. Do you think that kind 
of public awareness is still pro- 
gressing? 

A: 1 don't think it is at the moment. 

I think in a very short term focus, 
the last year or t wo, things look 
pretty depressing in my opinion. 
But over the longer term, say 30 
years, I think they're encouraging. 
Thens are ups and downs. 

Q: What do you see as the signif- 
icance of the last election? is 
there, in your view, a significant 
difference between a Clinton 
administration and a Bush 
administration? 

A: I don't think so. i think the last 
election was a vote against. Clinton 
was one of the most unpopular can- 
didates in recent American history. 
Clinton's vote, not only the percent- 
age, but even the socioeconomic 
distribution of voters was very sim- 
ilar to Hubert Humphrey in 1966 it 
turns out. There was no reason for 
any illusions, he was quite honest 
about' it. He put himself forward as 
a conservative. He was going 
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to be what they called a New 
Democrat, some one who was not 
going to be caught up in the liberal 
delusions about entitlements and 
rights and welfare and social 
issues and so on, but he was going 
to be a business candidate, a can- 
didate of the business community. 
He was pretty straightforward 
about that. 

Q: It might be said that he was 
an example of what you had 
called "feigned dissent" because 
he represented a supposed alter- 
native, but within the narrowly 
drawn playing field in which it is 
guaranteed that nothing will 
threaten the real powers that run 
the country. 

A: You can't accuse him of dishon- 
esty, he presented himself as a 
business-oriented conservative 
and that's what he is. And I think 
that the reason for the lack of 
popular support, which was quite 
low, was because.... I mean you 
know a lot of people didnt like 
Bush, so there was a lot of nega- 
tive vote. But I think people are 
looking for anything. 

In this respect the Perot candida- 
cy was kind of interesting. When 
Perot appeared on the scene - it 
was spring '92 I think - he had no 
platform at all. He just said, "Look 
at me! I’m a. rich guy with big ears - 


- vote for me!" And within a week or 
two he was running even with the 
major candidates. I think they 
would have voted for Mickey 
Mouse. Even those who voted for 
Clinton were not very enthusiastic 
according to public opinion studies. 

G: What do you think of Gore — 
his backing by military groups 
and his stated support of envi- 
ronmental protection? 

A: Gore is. another neo-liberal, 
much beloved by people around the 
New Republic for example. I mean 
he has some words to say, I don’t 
know if there's anything behind the 
words about the environment but 
that's about it. The Clinton mili- 
tary budget is a natural extension 
of the Bush one. It hasn't changed 
a lot. 

Q: How docs the Clinton foreign 
policy compare to the Bush one? 

A: About the same. I mean there are 
changes taking place, but that's 
because of changes in the world and 
changes in the economy. The domes- 
tic population is much less willing 
to support military intervention 
than it was in the past. The Bush 
administration was well aware of 
that. 

Q: What effect do you think the 
Gulf War had on the election? 
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A: Well, you know the Gulf War 
aroused a wave of jingoism and 
also extraordinary fear. This is a 
very fright ened country. It was 
quits interesting. I traveled around 
a lot during that period and I went, 
in fact, to the most jingoist and 
reactionary parts of the country 
where I could get an invitation and 
it was remarkable to see how 
frightened people were. But this is 
a very frightened country. It's been 
noticed for a long time in Europe. 
Every couple of years the tourist 
industry in Europe collapses 
because Americans are afraid to 
go to European cities where they 
are about 100 times as safe as in 
any American city and there's a lot 
of joking and laughter about it 
there, and ridicule. 

But you could see it during the 
Gulf War, people were really scared 
that Saddam was going to come 
and get 'em. But after the war, 
actually it's hard to work out, but 
a number of economists think the 
war was probably profitable for the 
United States, that is, the 
amount of money, that was ripped 
off of Germany and Japan and the 
Gulf States probably more than 
paid for the U.S. costs. But I think 
what was tricky was that the 
aftermath of the Gulf War was 
pretty hard to deal with, if you 
looked at what was left. There was 
a tremendous amount of devasta- 


tion. The Gulf monarchies or dicta- 
torships were firmly in power, not a 
move towards democratization or 
anything else. Saddam Hussein 
was back in power firmly. He was 
slaughtering his own population 
and the U.S. was standing back 
and applauding silently. There's a 
human rights disaster developing 
in Iraq primarily after the war. 
Probably 100,000 children or so 
have died after the war from the 
sanctions and so on. That's not a 
pretty picture and it had to be 
suppressed pretty quickly. That's 
one of the reasons why they took 
off all at once into this fanfare 
about a Middle East peace 
process, to try turn people's 
attention away from it. The Gulf 
War left a bad taste. For one thing 
people could see that the fear and 
hysteria were manufactured. They 
had to be able to understand after 
this that we were fighting a 
defenseless third world country. It 
was pretty hard to suppress that 
after February. 

Q: You have written and spoken 
about Carter’s move to send arms 
to Indonesia to help the 
Indonesian government slaughter 
the natives of East Timor. This cer- 
tainly runs counter to the prevail- 
ing image of Carter as a decent, 
peace-seeking man. Was he just a 
hypocrite? Was this something 
that happened without his full 
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awareness of the consequences of 
what he was doing? Was it tacked 
onto other legislation? 

A: This was a Carter initiative. Not 
only did they radically increase the 
flow of aid to Indonesia, but Walter 
Mondale, who was then vice presi- 
dent, flew to Jakarta in 197S. That 
was the period of the worst atroc- 
ities -- which were well known inci- 
dentally, I mean the press wasn't 
reporting them, but there were 
plenty of other sources. Surely U.S. 
intelligence knew all about it. 
Mondaie went to Jakarta. He was 
terribly impressed by how wonderful 
it was. He telegraphed back to 
Washington that they ought to 
send them more jet planes. Carter 
couldnt do that because of con- 
gressional legislation that prevent- 
ed direct military aid to human 
rights violators, so they arranged 
with Israel to ship American jets to 
Indonesia. That was all White 
House initiatives. 

Q: What could have been his moti- 
vations? 

A: His motivations were ''stability" 
and the usual things. When you ask 
whether Carter was a hypocrite or 
not, I haven't the slightest idea. 
You'd have to get into his head and 
find out. Maybe he believed he was 
doing the right thing, who knows? 

In my opinion, these are not very 


interesting questions. Most peo- 
ple, we all know from our own per- 
sonal experiences, if not from read- 
ing history, that it's very easy to 
construct a pattern of justifiction 
for just about anything you choose 
to do. I mean none of us are so 
saintly that we haven't done ugly 
and unpleasant things in our lives, 
like maybe you took a toy from your 
five-year-oid brother when you were 
a kid or something. Just ask your- 
self, anybody can ask themselves, 
how often did. I say to myself, "Boy 
I'm really rotten, but this is what I 
feel like doing." Very rarely. Usually 
you set up a pattern of justifica- 
tion that makes it exactly the 
right thing to do. That's the way 
beliefs are formed. 

Motivations are kind of hidden. If 
you're honest, maybe you could dig 
out and find them, but it's awfully 
easy and a common experience to 
construct a pattern of justifica- 
tion for things you do out of some 
kind of self interest. And that's 
done in statecraft all the time. So 
the question whether someone's 
being hypocritical or not is almost 
meaningless. 

His motivations are straightfor- 
ward. Indonesia's a very rich coun- 
try, huge resources which were 
open to exploitation by foreign cor- 
porations. Suharto, the head, was 
keeping the country under control. 
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If you want to know the motivation, 

I suggest if you're interested you 
might have a look at, I have a book 
that came out about a year ago 
called Year 501 and one of the 
chapters in it reviews the western 
reaction to the military coup that 
brought Suharto to office in 1965. 
He immediately launched the 
biggest slaughter since the holo- 
caust. Nobody knows how many, 
but maybe seven- or eight-hundred 
thousand people were slaughtered 
in four months. Huge bloodbath, 
Time magazine called it "a boiling 
bloodbath." Most of the people 
killed were landless peasants. It 
destroyed the only popular organi- 
zation in the country, namely the 
Indonesian Communist Party, 
mostly the peasant party. What’s 
interesting about it was the reac- 
tion of the west, which was total 
euphoria. New York Times 
described it as "a gleam of light in 
Asia." News magazines were writing 
about "hope where there once was 
none." .New York Times editorials, 
which I run through closely in this, 
thought it was just magnificent. 
The more the boiling bloodbath 
boiled the more they loved it. It 
wasn't even hidden. It was quite 
open. It was a very interesting 
episode. It's a lot of detail about it 
there and the point Was very 
straightforward: this vindicated 
the US war in Vietnam. In fact 
American liberals were writing that 


this proves that we were right to be 
in Vietnam because iri Vietnam we 
were providing a shield which 
encouraged the Indonesian gener- 
als to get on with the necessary 
work of cleansing their own society 
and throwing it open to western 
robbers. It was remarkably open. 
Take a look at the quotes. I went 
through a very comprehensive 
review then -- complete euphoria. A 
lot of the reason why the Vietnam 
war was fought was to protect the 
surrounding regions from the infec- 
tion of popular uprisings. The most 
brutal dictatorship we supported* 
was in Indonesia, but at the same 
time we also supported very bloody 
dictatorships and coups in other 
surrounding countries in Thailand, 
the Marcos coup in the Philippines 
and so on, all for the same reasons. 
So sure, that's the motivation. 

Qi in what ways do you perceive 
that our progress is slowed in 
terms of the general awareness 
of these things, at the moment? 

A: For one thing there's an incredi- 
ble degree of conformism setting in 
even more than usual. To a remark- 
able extent people say the same 
thing and think the same 
thoughts. You hear the same fabri- 
cations and so on; with less and 
less in the way of critical voices. 
And as far as the popular move- 
ments are concerned, I think that 
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they're dissipating a lot of energy on 
inside issues, many of them. There's 
a lot of self-destruction in my 
opinion. 

Take for example all this frenzy about 
the JFK assassination. I mean I 
don't know who assassinated him 
and I don't care, but what difference 
does it make? It's not an issue of 
any general political interest. And 
there's a huge amount of energy and 
effort-going into that. 

if somebody could show that there 
was some general significance to the 
assassination, that it changed poli- 
cy, or that there was some high-level 
involvement or whatever, then it 
would be an important historical 
event. Other than that, it's just like 
the killing of anyone else. Why is it 
an issue for the' popular move- 
ments anymore than the latest 
killing on the streets of Hoboken? 

The Left - I use the term loosely - 
the whole array of popular move- 
ments and dissident groups and so 
on have spent huge energy and 
effort in this. That's one example. 
There are others. 

Q: Your book Rethinking Cameiot 
makes a powerful case against the 
theory that JFK was removed 
because he was intending to puli 
out of Vietnam. 


A: Really the book is not about the 
Kennedy assassination. What it's 
about is the buildup to the war in 
Vietnam, which we now know a lot 
about because of recent documen- 
tation, and it shows very clearly 
what was going on. Kennedy just 
launched an attack against South 
Vietnam and hadn't the slightest 
intent of ending it short of victory. 
Also interesting, at least I 
thought it was interesting, in the 
last chapter I went through the 
accounts that have been given of 
that period, and it's very striking 
to see. There were a lot of memoirs 
written at the time by people like 
Arthur Schlesinger and others, 
and all of these memoirists com- 
pletely revised their account after 
the Tet Offensive in January of 
1968- that made the war unpopu- 
lar. American corporate elites 
decided at that point that it just 
wasn't worth it, it was too costly, 
let's pull out. So at that time 
everybody became an opponent of 
the war because the orders from 
on high were that you were sup- 
posed to be opposed to it. And 
after that every single memoirist 
radically changed their story 
about what had happened. They all 
concocted this story that their 
hero, John F. Kennedy, was really 
planning to pull out of this unpop- 
ular war before he was killed and 
then Johnson changed it. If you 
look at the earlier memoirs, not a 
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hint, I mean literally. Like 
Schlesinger in his 940" page book 
has less about the withdrawal 
than the New York Times did. And 
it’s not that any new information 
came along, it didn’t. The new infor- 
mation that came along just 
showed more that he had no inten- 
tion of withdrawing. But the war 
became unpopular, therefore people 
had to rewrite the story. And they 
did it in the most amazing way. I 
mean this is the kind of thing you 
might have found in Stalinist 
Russia and it happened right here 
in a free country. 

Q: What kinds of political activi- 
ties are meaningful? What can 
people do that would really make 
a difference? 

A: There are things. I mean I don't 
think there are any real formulas. 
5ome participation in electoral pol- 
itics is sometimes very important, 
i personally myself almost always 
vote at least in local elections 
where things often make a differ- 
ence. National politics, in my opin- 
ion, often doesn't make much of a 
difference. There are groups, take 
say the New Party, the political 
organization. I- mean I think they 
have a pretty sane program. 
They're looking forward to trying to 
ultimately be a force in electoral pol- 
itics. Their shorter term concern is 
to influence local politics and sup- 


port a lot mons progressive candi- 
dates elsewhere and to use their 
electoral participation as an organi- 
zation technique. I mean, after all, a 
lot of attention is focused on elec- 
tions — whether they're meaningful 
or not is sort of beside the point in 
this respect — and that attention 
can be used to bring up issues to 
create more lasting organizations 
that bring people together to work 
systematically right after the 
election. The important thing is to 
keep the work up after the election. 
If elections are just something 
where you go in, then you push a 
button and then you go home, then 
it doesn't make much difference 
which button you push. 

Q: Do you feel positive about the 
future? 

A: Whether a person feels posi- 
tive or not is kind of a comment 
on their personality and of no 
great interest. You can find posi- 
tive signs or you can find nega- 
tive signs. How you evaluate 
them depends on- what happened 
in your life recently or something 
like that. There's no objective way 
to do it. The important thing is 
to try to commit yourself to 
making the positive signs more 
real. Suppose that you felt that 
there's 99 percent of a probabili- 
ty that human civilization is 
going to be destroyed in the next 
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hundred years, but one percent 
chance that it won't be, and that 
one percent offers some opportuni- 
ties to do something. Well you com- 
mit yourself to that one per- 
cent. 

Q: How do you get from discus- 
sion groups to, say, anarcho-syn- 
dicalism? 

A: Just a more democratic soci- 
ety, let’s not give it any fancy 
words. A world that's under the 
thumb of huge transnational cor- 
porations and the institutions 
that cater to them, that is not a 
democratic world, even if you have 
elections. 

Q: Do you see the new technolo- 
gies, by helping to increase the 
flow of information, to be a force 
toward decentralization of power 
or toward more democracy? 

A: Certainly not in the rich coun- j 
tries. Take, say, the United States 
- which is not unusual; we're like 
other rich countries -- the United 
States developed its own economy 
behind very high protectionist 
walls, with enormous state inter- 
vention and it maintains it that 
way. The Pentagon system, for 
example, is itself a huge govern- ! 
ment program arranged for a tax- 
payer subsidy to advanced indus- 
try. I can't imagine anything more 


radically opposed to the free mar- 
ket. In fact even the things that 
are called free trade agreements, 
like say NAFTA, are not free 
trade agreements. For one thing, 
they don’t deal particularly with 
trade, and for another, they’re 
not free. NAFTA has enormous 
| protectionist elements built 
into it which is one of the main 
reasons why a lot of American 
industry supports it. 

Very important things are happen- 
; ing in the United States and other 
countries. It’s not a big secret that 
the economy is moving very fast, in 
fact, from what used to be mainly 
national economies to an increas- 
ingly internationalized economy. So 
take say the United States: 30 
years ago the question of interna- 
tional trade was not a big issue 
because the national economy was 
so huge in comparison with trade 
that it didn't matter all that 
much. You didn't have big debates 
about trade policy. Now that's 
changed. The international econo- 
my is enormous. In fact it's not 
really trade, so about 40 percent 
of U.S. trade, as it's called, is actu- 
ally internal to big transnational 
corporations, it means like one 
braftch of the Ford Motor Company 
moving things to another branch 
which happens to be across a bor- 
der. Forty percent is not a small 
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amount, and it's the same world- 
wide. But, in any event,' the econo- 
my's becoming much more interna- 
tionalized. It's much easier to move 
capital abroad. The effect of that 
is that production can be shifted 
much more easily to low- 
wage/high-repression areas else- 
where. And the effect of that is to 
bring the third world model home 
to the United States and other 
rich countries. It means that 
these countries themselves are 
drifting toward a kind of a third 
world model in which there's a sec- 
tor of great wealth and privilege 
and a growing mass of people who 
are basically superfluous. They're 
not necessary for a profit either 
as producers or consumers. You 
can produce more cheaply else- 
where and the market can easily 
become the international wealthy 
sectors. You end up with south- j 
central Los Angeles and that's 
happening more and more. That's 
going to create very .big changes 
and what's more that's going to - 
continue as long as decisions over 
investment are in private hands. 
It's not a law of nature: the private 
enterprise "system, which is of 
course a state-subsidized, publicly 
subsidized private enterprise sys- 
tem, that is deeply anti-democra- 
tic by its very nature. It means 
that the basic decisions of human 
life are out of the framework of 
popular influence and control, and 


that's not a law of nature. 

Q: Thomas Jefferson, as author 
of the Declaration of 
Independence, Is certainly a sym- 
bol of the spirit of American 
democracy, a hero even to those 
who feel that later political lead- 
ers lost track of the ideals of the 
founding fathers, but in your book 
you show documents of 
Jefferson sending out soldiers 
with orders to wipe out entire vil- 
lages of the Cherokees. Is there 
no one that can be used as a 
positive example? 

A: We shouldn't be looking for 
heroes, we should be looking for 
good ideas.. They are mixed. 
Jefferson's attitudes towards 
democracy were generally good, his 
attitudes towards freedom of reli- 
I gion were quite good. His attitude 
toward freedom of speech, on the 
other hand, was not good at all. 
Let alone extermination of the 
native population. These are 
human beings after all, like each of 
us is. If we look into ourselves hon- 
estly, we'll find an odd mixture. ■ 
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